Historic,  Archive  Document 

Do  not  assume  content  reflects  current  scientific  knowledge, 
policies,  or  practices. 


FLUID  MILK  AND   CREAM  REPORT 
UW-*-  JANUARY     195  7 

c  January  17,  1957 


Prices  for  fluid  milk  in  early  January  were  slightly  lower  than  December  1956 
at  both  producer  and  retail  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported 
today.    Producer  prices  were  lower  in  21  markets  or  about  1  in  8  reporting. 
Retail  prices  were  lower  in  15  markets  or  about  1  in  every  10  reporting.    On  the 
other  hand,  producer  prices  were  higher  in  3  markets  and  retail  prices  were  higher 
in  h  markets.    However,  producer  prices  in  a  number  of  markets  are  not  currently 
determined  and  January  prices  for  such  markets  will  not  be  published  until  next 
month. 

The  dealers'  weighted  average  buying  price  (f.o.b.  city)  for  milk  of  3<>5  per- 
cent milkfat  in  early  January  was  $5<>58  per  hundredweight.    This  was  h  cents  per 
hundredweight  below  December  1956,  about  the  usual  December  to  January  decline. 
The  current  January  average  was  26  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  in  January 
1956  and  3h  cents  per  hundredweight  above  the  19li6~55  average  for  the  month. 

In  early  January,  retail  prices  per  single  quart  of  standard  grade  milk 
delivered  to  homes  in  25  major  cities  averaged  2lw7  cents,  unchanged  from  December 
1956  —  the  37-year  record  high.    The  current  average  is  1*3  cents  per  quart  above 
January  1956  and  1.9  cents  per  quart  above  the  1951-55  average  for  the  month. 
Among  the  25  principal  markets,  the  only  change  in  early  January  prices  from  a 
month  earlier  was  a  half  cent  per  quart  decline  in  Boston,  Mass.    Compared  with 
January  last  year,  current  prices  in  these  markets  showed  increases  of  from  one- 
half  to  2§  cents  per  quart  in  22  markets,  but  were  unchanged  in  the  other  3  markets* 

In  the  New  England  region,  the  January  average  Class  I  price  was  $6,146  per 
hundredweight,  U7  cents  per  hundredweight  above  January  a  year  ago,  but  15  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  December  1956.    In  the  h  New  Hampshire  markets  reporting, 
early  January  prices  were  down  22  cents  per  hundredweight  from  December  for 
Class  I  milk  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  out 
of  stores.    In  the  Bellows  Falls  and  Burlington,  Vt.  markets,  dealers'  selling 
prices  were  down  1  cent  per  quart  from  December.    Producer  prices  in  these  markets 
are  not  currently  determined.    In  the  5  Massachusetts  Federal  Order  markets 
excepting  Fall  River,  producer  prices  were  22  cents  per  hundredweight  below  December, 
In  the  Fall  River  market,  Class  I  prices  declined  kh  cents  per  hundredweight.  All 
5  markets  showed  decreases  of  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  milk  delivered  to  homes. 
Prices  at  stores  in  Boston  and  Lowell-Lawrence  were  one-half  cent  per  quart  lower 
and  in  Fall  River,  down  about  1  cent  per  quart  from  the  preceding  month.  Also, 
additional  quantity  discounts  for  home  delivery  were  reported  for  the  first  time 
in  Springfield  and  Worcester,  Mass.    However,  store  prices  in  these  markets  were 
reported  unchanged.    In  New  Haven,  Conn.,  Class  I  prices  were  unchanged,  but 
prices  consumers  were  paying  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  out  of  stores 
were  one-half  cent  per  quart  higher. 

(Continued  on  page  15) 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service  Crop  Reporting  Board 

Da  1-3(1-57)  Washington,  D.  C. 


Page 


04 


to 


o 


CM  O 
•  CO  • 
C-  1^  tO  IN 


00 


to 


2 


to 


•  •  i  •  • 

to  to  to  to  to 


to  t** 


onto 
•  •  • 
*»to  to 


to 


•  torn 


torn 
•  • 

to  to 


to 


on 


to 


•0 

r^toV>t«- 
•  I  •  • 

lO  MO  tO 
• 

to 


8  2 


a  o*a 
o 

o 


4>  « 

«  cr 


O      I  I 

in 


18  IB  -IB 


SIS 


88 


$8  3 
•  •  i  1 1 

cmc*-*»58 

is 


9 


8 


ID 

cm 


CMC\I 
CM 


3 


•  •  •  i  J  2 1 

■6 10 


to  to  in  in 

CM  IM 
CM-*  CM  CM 
*jCM  t> 
•3  DO  13 


o 
in 

^3 


i«o  r- 


'cm       eg  8cm oj 
5 


q8 


5  115 
3  y 


#■^08    i  4ffl 


1o* 


s 


CM  IN 


*  *  * 

CM     ~CM  CM 


to 

■a 


5& 


&  5 


2 

•cm  • 

in 


3  in 


IS*** 

to  in  CM  CM  CM 


CM  CM 


in 
o* 


tO 
CM 


CM 


1 1 


tor< 

CM  CM 


•Suf 1  •ai   '  •  •  8  11 ' 

cm  a  >H 


CM 

o>r-  in    o  o> 

I  I   I  II  III       ^  IIO* 


in 


CO 


ioioi  r-in  m^t     on  to  r*>    in  ioVtp  in 

CM  in  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM      CM  CM  CM      CM  CM  CM  CM 
3" 


(X 

op 


s 

s 

3 


8 

73 
co 
Q 
i 


H 


III 


c 
8a 

CL,  <t 
00 


to    to  to 

CM      CM  CM 


_  CM 

H 


IB 

CM-4n 
to  to  to  I  c5 

CM  CMCM^KM 


8  CT>  00 

oca  ao 


CM •h'iO^ CM  CM  Cv  . 
rH  ci  CM 

to 

« 


CM  CM  CM  CM  CM 
CM 


COCOi*  >H  <d<  t  m 
0)000       O)  «0  00 


•a  * 


32#8 

i  DEUoj 

(J 


Sr-  cn 


CM 
® 


to 


to 


«-t  O*  CJ>  Oi  Cft 
•    •    •    •  • 

to  to  to  to  to 
•  ••••> 


3 


S3 

•  • 

to  to 


S3  8 

1 


8 


to  to 
o 


£  — 


8. 

3«to 


3 


o 

CO 


to 


co 
CO 


in 


3 


CO 


in 
in 


to  to 


co  to  to  CO  CO 

•9  in-*Tf  5t* 
•  •  •  •  • 

•X)  CO  CO  CO  CO 


m  in  in  in  in 

•  •  •  •  • 

t*-  C-INP-f- 

•  •   •  •  • 

Hp  -f>  hP  4> 

to  a  n  m  m 

•  •  •  •  • 

t>-i>i>r- 

•  •  •  •  • 

to  to  to  to  to 


to*      CO  CO 


co 


CO 
CO 


CO  S 


CO  CO  CO 
•   •  • 

CO  CO  CO  CO  CO 


8 

CO 

o 

CO 

■p 


to 


CO 


88 

COCO 


oo 

»  CO 


ININ 
•  • 

to  to 


55 

U>  CO 


PS858  . 

•  •   •  10  • 

in  ^  co  Tj"  co 

co  -n 
-*oooo  3 

•  •  •   •  •  i  ti 

IN  •«<••>•  g 

0 

p 

mm  m  mm  -p 

•  •   •   •  •  I  o 

tO  tO  tO  tO  lO  tB 


c- Bit- 
on  g  m 

m^m 

tn 

o  oo 
•  •  • 

co  o  co 


Pi  •  • 


to 
to 


IO  00  Q  COQ 

r-coo  jo 


U)x|i  CO  CO 


in 


in  in  in 

•  •  • 

to  to  to 

CM 

a 

c-  inc*- 
co  I  oo 

•  r*  • 

m  com 


•  •  •  • 

CO  ID  CO  IT) 

o  oo  o 

•  •  •  • 

m  in  co  m 


+  + 


s 


mo  a> 
cn  to  o 


co  in  co 


2  60 


■a 

;  ob 


CO    "X3  o 

&  :a| 
S  S  o 

c  c  a, 
^  o  * 

2 


2  r— *  ■  ■ 

2  u  3 
> 


co 
H 
H 
w 

CO 


(0  J  <U  (U  J 
>  i      *-*  co  -h 


5  S   U  J?  tfl 
U 


S3  S73  5  Sh^  5 J 

^  tQ  It  J  CO  * 


c2 


••  • 

Q*    '  ?  "5 

S  CO  PS   in  2 
-   CO  4-1 


!*0 


3  it 

42    O  1 


ui<  ba  co  2 
2 


coco  w  <  U  H  QuESo- 

Z  Oh 


Pag®  3 


r-r~  <© 
•  •  • 
to  tow 


in  in  m  in  oo  in  in 
•  •  •  •  «  •  • 

po  on  ro  ro  oo  co  oo 


to  to 
£  10  10  to  to 
to  10 10  ecu! 


to 


to 


10 

IC  10 


10  IC 


10  IU 

•  • 

•  • 

ICIC 


,  10 

in  in m 


CO  IC  CO  (O  LCJ 


•CIOIO  ICtOlO 


mm  101010 
•  •  •  •  • 

ooio  icioto 


IC 


CO 

-to  p.  to 
•  •  •  • 

irfO  CO  l/; 

IC 


35  ' 


cm  mm 

i^o»  o»  T  qT  I 
oooo  *t  r»  vr-o 
43     2  >ooro 

>a0 


CM  tf 
CM  CM 

CO  CM  I  CM  r-l  I  I 

CMCM  CMCMOCO 
CM  CM 


t-  to  r- 


•or- 


A        A  "-J' !^ 


■*10 


8  _£ 


3*>      *  If  -a? 


IC-* 


10  to 
cm  C4 


CMi-4  CM 
CM 


ca  I  i  cm         N  in  i  .hcm  . 

CM  r-i  cH  CM  CM         CM,     <-«       CM  I  I 
60      40  6QO> 


CMCM 


OO^CMCMtc'  55?'  ' 
•O  tO  60  60 


KjOOH 
OCM  CM  Pity 
CM  I    f   I  I 

CM  «H  i-|CM 


£3  . 


CM  CM  CM 


cm  m 

CM  CM 


1  H<icM  I  I  I 
cm  cm  o>  |  Qm  in 

MO 


00  CO^m  r|Nt 
CM  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM 


•  S3  J 
coco 

•HflO 


tc 

r-  cnio-tff- 


INI!  i       o>  r-o>  tocr>  to  | 


CMl8      10  5< 


in  i 


to  O  op  into o  I 
A 


CM  00 

^  CM  3  CM  CM 


CM 


CM  CM 


.  CM 


CM  UD  ICM'fr  iomo^^cm 

CM  CM  CM  CM  CM        CM  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM 


I   I    I    I    I         III  I 


^  ^ 


CM 


10fl  MO 


CM 


ID  I  H  JArl  I  CM 
CM  O  CM  CMCM+VCM 


3— 


CM  8  CM 


o  o'S'o  o»o  ri 

CM  CM  CM  CM  r-ICM  CM 


cv  r-4ro„         chJomIw  cm 

JoV 


HOH         (OH  I    |  CM 

CMCM  CM        t-t  CM     Ol  CM 


00  i— I  CM 


I  CM  CM 


IO  I  1^  O|C0  •  O) 
CM  «H       r-U-H  r-l 

60 


tc  go  aa 
o»SS 
or*  ©* 


I    I    I  V  CM  CM  CM 

r»  r*»  r»  ao 


CO  o»o»  CO  00 
cd  tv  fr-  r-  r- 

to  c4iA4  in 
oo  p-r-p- 


P»  IO  I  ^  CM 
to  CO     t>  00 


CO 


'<o  •  •  • 

p» 


tc 


IJ4  I 


IO  10 

p-  in  in 

tC  Tt 


10 


tc 


tc 


8  M  M  MM 


I  I 


CO  1040 

■  •  • 

(O  10  10 

ooo 

•   •  • 

in  loin 


HOQ 
CO  CMO 
•    •  • 
CO  coco 


00... 

3  c  si 
A  ^  d 

"3  o 
a,  as  co 


1111111 

w  <B  9  ©  ©  ©  4* 
.*>  4»  +3  43  4>  -»»  •♦> 
jtlllll 

*o         "tf  *^  *^ 

-4»-tJ  +>  +>  ♦»  -»» 

£££££££ 


ea  I05 
©  ©  © 

£3  ^ 

49  4>I0-*>I0 
O  j>  •  O  • 
S5«(CS5tC 


8 

in 


ss?  an 


CM  -4><J 

I    •  I   •  • 

r-  cc  r- 

O 


10  10  1010 

•  •  I  •  • 

ic  tc    tc  tc 


a. 


<«  d  a 

03UC 

Irs  o  «  o  >  a 


d  o 
o  x» 

_  flj  o 

IUUUUOH 


°  r  K    d  ° 

u-,  O  co 


-  "§2 

.    O       *  I— I  «H 

33*  ©  o  cx 
^  <  U  cu  oS  w 


•  5  m 

0  o  o 


to  in  u  > 
cm  to  | 

•  •£>  in  in 
10  mo 

• 
to 

O  ooo  o  o 

•  •  •  •  • 

r»  <o    co  <o 
» 


to  i0in  in  in 

•  •  •  •  • 
to  to  to  m  m 

iSioVrSS 

•  •  t  •  • 

in  in  i>  in  in 

-  Bos  


M 
© 

u  rt  ©  r>-  «  rt 


8  8 


to  to 


o  -«4  -h  Is-    r-  -h 

gg  el 

•  ©  ©  © 
43  43  43  4> 

©  ©      ©  a 

to      10  to 

•  4»  43     •  «»  »43 

K3_p  _0  tO  QtO^O 


»S5 


8  8 


to  tc 


ITXD  QQf 
09  SO  U  J  CO  CU 
®   •    •    ♦  • 

or*  tc  to  to 


tn  m 

•  •  •  • 

00  C-f>-  o 


into  10 10 10 

•  •  •  •  • 
mto  to  to  to 

CM  1010 

ccS  S  Si  cu 

•  •  »  •  • 
m-*  tote  to 


co 


rx, 


,  (u  si  :  j  © 


H 


[L, 
I 

rt  3 

d  a- 


3  —  «J 


[  oa  D  i2  to  S 


HC 


©  <ri 

00  t 
•  I  3 

J  CO  -H 

*  I 

©  4» 

•£1010 
O   «  ,43 

atcN  o 


-  cyj  I 
.  3°|^ 

gmDco 


rn  in  it 
I   •  • 

<c  ci  m 


tO 
03 
o 

to  O  00  CO  CO  O  O 
I    •    •    •  *  • 

co  t  co  m  m 


o  o 

•  • 


in  m 


00 
•  I  • 


OOO 

TIT'S 

r^-oo  inn 
•  •  • 


CM 

3 


00 

CO 


_  If) 
o 

*c  If) 

•  e 

co  m 


Pag©  5 


^  Ch  00 
00  CO  CO 


to 


I  I 


r-l 


If) 


tO  <C  tO  in 
CM  CM  (M  CM 


a  T  l 
^  in 


in  in 

CM  CM  CM 
<a0 


CO  If) 

I  co 

)  if) 


til 


p*.  pp 
CM  CM 

vo  p- 

CM  CM 


If)  I 

If) 


p-  r- 

CM  CM 


co  in  in 

CM  (Si  CM 

•  1 1 

CM  CM  CM 

toO 


ootrim 


HP 


If) 

CM  CM  CM 
I  If)  I  I 
r-  CM  CM  CM 
iH      CM  CM 


H  rH  8 

If)  If) 


«0  <£>  If) 
CM  CM  Rl 
K  too 


too 


tO 

7 

too 


i-4  H  O) 


too 


CM  CM 
too 


m  u 

in  m  in  * 


too 


T)  O  r-4 

r  -~j  ^ 
I  B  I 

tflr-tj  Ch 
CM  If)  CM 
■QflCM  T3 


(M  CM 


I    I    I  I 


I    M"  CM 

CM  CM 


t  i  e 


£  i  I  I 

CO 


II  I  I 


00  I  I 

CO 


ro  <o 

o  o 


p». 


on  m 

TV 

r-l  00 
Kin 


If) 
If) 


i  r^oo 


too 


g>q> 


mm 


en 

V 

13 


tp  * 

too 


oo 

f-4  CM  V 

in  in  p«- 
m 

<0 


O)  CM 
Vf  If) 


«o 

CM 

<o  tO  O  I 
CM  CM  CM  m 
CM 


t  CM  tf  m 

CM  CM  CM  CM 
too 


CM 

X 

CO 


I  moo 

CO  CO 


in  m 

CM  CM  CM 
too 


oo  co 

CM  CM 


D  00  I 

CO  00 


oo 

CM  CM 

I  I 

tO  Is* 
CM  CM 
Xf  T3 


co  t 

CM  CM 


fH  m 

Ch  Ch 


p*.  r» 

CM  CM 


in  m 

CM  CM 


T}-  (O 


ro  in  if) 

CM  CM  CM 


**1 

m  m  rt  <ri 

CM  CM  CM  CM 


to  tc  m 

CM  CM  CM 

too 


I 


CO 


MCldO 
CM  CM  CM  CM 


O 

o>  5  T  «* 

p-  co  oo  p- 


*** 

CM  CM  CM 
too 


i  t  CM 

Ch  Ch 


CM 


CM 


*T  if' 

CM  CM 


00 


"O*^  Ch 
CM  CM  CM 


ml? 

CM  t£> 
toO  CM 


GO  S  CO 
CO  Ch 


CM 

<o  I 

CM  <0 
CM 


co 

CM 


"t  p- 

Ch  CO 


J»  MM 


•-I  r- 

CO  Ch 


I  MM 


M  MMM 


M  I  I 


1  JM  M 


M  M 


tn  m  in 

Ch  o-  o. 

a     •  • 

m  m  in 

5.90 

5.90 
5.90 

6.58 
6.85 

OOO 

•  •  • 

tO  tO  to 

O 

• 

o  o 
•  . 

o  o 

•  * 

t  *  it 

6.25 
6.25 
6.25 

6.25 

6.25 
6.25 

0"  o 
Ch  CM 
•  . 

m  r» 

2£ 

r-  o 


oo 
in 


m 


Ch  o 
rH  o 


4.26 
4.50 
4.86 

r-t  TJ-  <fr 
CM  CO  O  tO 
.... 

m  'j-  <«■  ^j- 

6.18 
6.18 
6.08 

CM 
tO 
• 

m 

5.21 
5.29 

5.98 
6.02 
5.77 

4.82 
4.85 

e6.7 
7.5 
7.2 

00  00  CM  CM 
.... 

r-.  r-- 

ooo 
•  .  • 

m  m  m 

CM 
• 

P*. 

in  cm 
•  • 
p-  p- 

O  CM  CM 
... 

tO  P-.  P-. 

7.49 
7.5 

oo  in 
•  • 
t  ro  en 

* 

Tj-  ^ 

EG4.60 
E4.730 
4.86 

O  CO  O  CM 
tO  CM  Co  O 
.    •    .  • 

|n  in  in  tn 

6.43 
6.43 
6.33 

00 

Ch 

• 

in 

H 

oo  in 
in  to 
*  • 
in  in 

6.28 
t6.38 
6.131 

SIS 

r-»  CM 
.  . 

tn  in 
w  w 

< 


■<  (U  (U 
•r*  O  C 


X 

H 


0<UQi 


I— I 

r-J 

<  o.2 
u 

865 


f  1  I 


u 

H 

"Z,  a)  o  n) 
BJJtt, 


or* 

•  I  I   •  • 

o->  in  in  tj-  Ti- 
ro ro 


r»0 


oin 

I  •  •      l  • 

ro  m-     in  ci 


m 


op  ^ 

in  m 


in 

m 


in 


m 
co 


in 
ro 


in  too  a>o>  00 
•  •  •    •  •    •  j 

ro  rom  pryi  cn 


.£<«-.  .5 
2  13  2 

=3  3  C 
5  O*  O 


CO  CT 


vn 

cm  rj 


**44 


13  T3 


CM 

IcnY 


(NJ  Cvl 

M0>30 


CM  CM 


CM 

H 

CM 


r 

MO 


in  in 
cm  eg 

cm  eg 

MO 


IPS 


MO 


T 

m 
M- 
mo 


CM 


m  ^j-  cm 

CM  CM  CM 
taO  MO 


MO 


in 

CM 


f, 


3 

MO 


tot 


.  M"  cn 

*cm  tx, 

MO  MO 


.  a  3 

.3  3  o 

QOS 


I  I  m  I  I 


a)  <-> 


Ul 


3 


MO 


CM 

•  cn? 

CM  r-l 

MO  CM 


O 


CM  CM 
MO 


CM  CM 
MO 


T3 


CM 

r-l 
CM 


in  in  <o 

CM  CM  CM 


r-o 
T  in 


ro  ro 

CM  CM 


CM  I 
CM  CM 

a  <m 


CM  CM 
CM  CM 


I 
3 


CO 

CM 


MO 


in 

CM 


CM  CM  CM 


tnM; 

CM  CM  CM 


CM 


8 


pa 


60 


ttHcn 

CM  CM  CM  PO  CM 
CM  CM 
•O  T3 


<OCO  HfO 
Oi  O  0»  CD  Oi 


1? 


1*4. 

CM  00 
MOrH 
T3 


I  r*  cm 


00  00 
rH  H 
MO  MO 


en  cm 


4 

00 


00 


CM  Hn 
1  cm  cn 
«-(cm  r 


CM  CM 


CM 
M0 


r*  oo  00 

00 


M0 


I  o 

CO 


00 


M0  MO  M0     MO  MO  M» 


in  I  in  cm 

00       00  00 


I  O  CM 

00  00 


0«  >  i.  . 
<•*-*  U  ^3  co 
PT*  ^       ■  >— < 

u, 


MASAI  Ai  I 

in 


CM 


in 


At » 


M  M  M  M      \  M  M 


in 


o  3  o  «•-" 

cu  o  n 


to 


O  On-,  w 

v  o  M 

12  a  *s  2 
a.  Cxi 


tO*6  OO 
cm  oo  r» 


<o  in  >c>  <<o  «o 


cm  in  o  c 
•  oo  •  • 

rU 


t    t  t 

8 

vO  <p  •    •  • 


CM 

in 


in 


I  I  I 


o 


00 

cn 

i  ~~ 

CM  O 

O  <o 

•  * 

IT) 

CM 

ryl  H 

in  oo 


a; « 
Q  Q 


1 

ft) 
+» 
a> 

-a 


+» 

o 


in  in  o> 

Oi  O  CJv 

•  •  • 

in  m  in 


O  O  CO 
•    •  • 


in 

I    I  ro 


•  •  o> 

&■  of,  o 

•  •  • 

on  in 


cn  cn 
r»  o 


in  o 


in  in 
•  • 

o  o 


CD  CO 

cn  ro 


in 


CM 


ro  O  o  vo 
in  m  in  <o 


in  o  o 
o  m  in 


in  in  in  in     vo  in  in 


5 


5 


MM 


at- 

CO  i— I 

ro 


s 

in 


O  Is  MB 
•    •   •  • 

oo  r»  r»  r* 


co  ro  c 
•   •  • 


in 

ro 


CM 


<9-  tj-  ^  5J-       M-  1"  ^ 


co  oo  in 

CP  CO  o 

cn  •  •  • 

in  W  i») 


oo  a; 


>o  m  m 


Is 
5  8*1 

b0> 
2  M 


lb  a.  ; 

<!  mhB. 

w<Du 
H 


§  c  o 
O  <u  « 


U 
u 

J 

H  co 
D 


2 
O 

^  o  11 

O  2  i  i  cu 

z  si  a  u  c 

^  CQ  W  CO  CO 


•O  T3 

Z  o  S  c 
tj  "a  <u 

S  ^  a,  to 
O 


in  mo  in  o  in 
in  m  <o  m  «o  in 
»••••• 

o  m  ci  f>  fi  on 


CM  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM 


<£>  O*  05  rH  o 
CO  CO  00  CO  o>  o 
0.  N  N  tI  -H  .rt 


N  N  N 


f  in  tn  cm  ro  cm 

CM  CM  CM  CM  CM  CM 
N  N  N 


HHHHNH 


0>  CO  0>  C?> 


m  I  <f  «o  co  rH 


i    >o  m  i*» 


l  l  l  I  l  I 


N  00  CM  CO  O  CO 
O  H  CM  CM  fO  r-4 


in  in  in  in  in  in 


JrlOHOH 
•  ••••• 

OiOWOOO 


CO  CO  00  OC  00  CO 
•  ••••• 

p^i  on  pn  ro  co  rn 


00  CM  00  Ch  CD 

ro  <r  m  in  <c  ■* 


<  c 


-J  ^_ 

*3 


CO  t-I 

O  CO  CO 
CO  CN  05 

lo"cO*  VO 
»»» 


00  00 
CO  CO 


CO  LO 


OS 


,2^ 


5| 


LO 
CO 


XI  > 

M 

n)  • 

So 


o 


w  O 

00  £ 

CO 


a 

4) 

«3 
G 

CO 

*  c 


b-.  oo 

St-l  ft. 

3  <  <5 

§  a  <o 
u  2  Niz 


m  .5 

tJJ  00 


d£°-? 
o«*g3 

..co  ^  -a 

4>   '   <TO  CM  w  3 

2  E^o  o  o  q 
„•  t,  ^  co  co  rt 

O  XI  Oh   -    -  C  eo 

Kb  a    1-1  3 

4>  h  i    i  ^3  efl 
O  ro  rj<      X  «» 
J3  <D  3  -M 


..  lO  c~  oo 
4>  oo  co  ai 
o    .   .  j 

•£  LO 


*5  < 

2  <g 
riKO 
°.<Ou 

.o<» 

u  ■  H> 

S  00  o 
o    .  . 

DOCO  "«J< 
'I 


CO 

w 
-J 
w 
O 
2 
<C 
oo 
..O 

.  I — I  - 

>s<!  oo 

M     ^  I— 1 

■a  <!  uj 
■5  ooS 

a. 

<U  o  ° 
i-i  o 

rt  S  > 
X!  S  C 

a)  a  ° 

>  §  • 
w 


00 


X 


C  J 

> 

U  — H 

2  ^ 

3 

..Q  ^  J 
"®-2  n  * 
ca<.a.< 
.joo  w 
H  1/3  ^  fq 

Q^ZH 

£y<3 

SO  w  2 


T3 

C 

i— < 
X 

4) 


> 

3 
O 


Page  7 


d 


q 
o 

OS 


.2  -o  oo  oo  U 

^    G-oH  -  • 

<u      d  a  *  H  <! 

M  CO  w 
Q.4)  > 


3 


q 
o 

•rH 
•  D-r 

.  > 

O0  2 
>—i  X 

8  s2 
h-3 


4)  *^ 


UL.  . 

&  2 


■.2  513533 

O  .3  CO  I 


O 
H 

2 
u 

M.  8  -S  ^ 


3  -S  <0  jjj  S-tS  It. 


S  o  <-> 


q 
o 

h3  <  co 


..So 
gG^ 

w  *a  ^ 


00 


4) 

ni  q  >  ml, 
q  §2jo 


0  G 

o  3 

<  G 

'  q 


m  a  <  a,  0.  u.  w  J 


<U  ^ 

uu 
U  . 

G  u 

•  co  D 

4) 

f)     •  • 

1-1  o  " 


4>  cx.q 
58 -a  G 

8  .2  S 
SLZ  c 


-a 

0 

CN  O- If; 
4)   S  111 

°.  00  _,  JJ-cra  * 
T3  OO  fu 


<  CQ  Q  w* 


60 

w 

S"oo"2 
coot" 


in  in  in  in  in  in 


o  el 

o  u 

co  co  oj 

CO      CO       .H  X 

I       H  +*  O  O  b 

<!     4)  a  "as  0  rt 

H  «  a)  m 

«  «<  rt  O  ft  «} 
p  o  k  -P 
Sh  <b  a  o  d  fl  (3 

h  u  o  a  a  a  a 

j       J  CO  CO  CO  CO 


4) 

G 
o 


o  ^~  00 


00  rn  00  C7>  CN  CO  CO 
1   X.  00  00  05  00  Ol 

01  L 


w 
Q 


1-1 

—  OS  <j 
2c  2 


i-i'*  n  w  S 


H  w  O  <  00  O  W 

s§  5  <  w  p  R  s 


4> 
t-t 

s 


en 


a) 

O 
l-J 

as 
•  1 

LO 

<D 
^  2  « 

G  05 
o 
x 


^H*  4) 

n  m  OvHr2 
.4-.  r2  oow 

O  T3  A  O  01 

*q  cn  1    1  > 

2   .-    .    f  4>  - 

"i^o-o-o^ 
o^-o-o^c 

(fl    S    U     H  .- 

4)  *  n)  b  I  . 
S  4)  C  K  4)  . 

4)  cxcg 

CO 


q 
o 

X 


■o 

4) 

-M  <-> 
•1-1  l—i 

o  a 

00  ST 

4)  M 
C  M 

o 

o  q 

c  >> 
m  q 

G^i 

4)  .. 
O  4) 
4)  O 

Q  '£ 
o. 

4) 

4)  t; 

♦3  " 

o  o 

4)  00 

tJ  2 

4)  CD  a)' 
O   O  o 


OOO 

a."  uT  ul,* 


4)  to 


o         os  .. 

a  _j  u  cn 


CN 


o  E 


C-  _„  c-  C71  ?i.LO  lO 
0)[-t-  4)  C—  C~ 

6 

1  ■       S- ■  T 

2  «  « 


III 


!  rf     J2  5 


a  aj= 


4)  ^  OS  ft. 
Q,rC  to  CO 

OtL^oi 


•   00  •    LL,  qJ  t«  idV' 
CO  Q 


OCX 


A 

3 


n 


«J 


! 

o 

8 


4 


p 


p. 


J* 
.a 


w 

«J 

<s> 
P 


CM 
rH 
H 


Page  8 


UL, 


1 

09 


Bub 


CO  w 


•  a  3 
Q8  & 


o*  c 
I  o 

<N  O 


4)  <-> 


T3 


CO 

p.  to 


o^V-  uj  r)  irxr.  v  uj    K  iukoioio 
«  i  •    <•••••••  uj  •  •  •  • 

>Am  ic  m  «»*o  to  M  fJ  to  .    p:  f:  to 

•  tO 

in 


to 


p-  uj 
i  •  • 
to  to 


p-  e- 
It 


<M     PJIOP-tO  Ui 

T  ^aroiol  j  jl*  i  ten 

ro  kj*o*<p»*<p-oo>*«**  «-**o 
*  r»  ,o  >»  po  .a  p;  ^  to  3<  ,2> 


p-.cmm  pica 

M  I  t  CM  CO 

rOtocM  >o,fi 

CM  CM 


8* 


iWH  J  I 

w  cmo  to 
j»  ,n  cm  cm 


CO 

I  <*> 

CMtO  CM 
CM 


Ch 

1-4 

I  JH 
00  CM 


CM 


•  CO 

% 


CM  CM  *H 
r*  CM 


CM  tO 

CMf<<N  00  .MM 

VlCM 


ir»  CMCMO»  •  OtOU}P»01^"OCOP,)  P- 

*  ^2  2 2» 2» J> ^  ^  "* 


CM  Hoa  CM 

to  i  ^  to  to    to  r<  cm  ■■a'  »ineomo«* 

CMfCM«MCMCMCMCMCMCM<«CMCMCMCMCM  CM 
CM      JO  &  jo  J*      &  .O  CM  «M 


I  I  I 


I  CO  I 

2 


CM 
CM 

_  I 

OP3  r-t 
CM  CM  CM 


5    Oh  * 

en  oo 


u  


co  Q 


«J  n  0 , 
cu  o 


i 


1  ^  g 


o  o n-, 

T3  fS  4h  <0  U 
<fl    (-<   CO  fl\ 


S  2  3 
a  o  -S 

™  4)  T3 
2  W) 


OS 

CM  r*«  i-4(V 

<H  8©  OOOOOiOrlHNOOO 
CM  rlN  CM  CM  CM  CM      CM  CM  CMCMCMrH 

.j»     &  ja  & 


OO  O 

HJ  SO  35 


I  I  i  e» 


Sen  «> 

«CM  CM  I    I    t    I  I 

r-  oo  cocm^ 
ooi»-  r» 


fH 

CM 


CO 

CO 


1? 
I^CMOO 


tor-  m 
CO  Is-  SB 


CO  Jg 
I  i  »  «f  «  «  •  «  t»  •  o  o 


CD 
00 

.  to. 


s 


CO 


00  CMOCOCM«0<OCMCM<0 

cm  cm  so  r>  co  fj  t/j  cm  »-« 
•  ••  •••••  • .  •  •  • 


lO^«  00 
CM  CM      CO  Ui  CM  CD  O  CO  UJ  r-4  CO 
•   •I     •••••    •  •  •» 

co  oo        c»  co  r»  o»     P-  Is-  8s- 


>  IO 


at 

„  CO 

o  • 

•   I    •    ♦  • 

P-  TJ 


to 


0>  CM 
•  • 
CO  c- 


«  • 

O  CO 


t-  P-  JO  U )  Ui  Ui  U  J  UJ  U)  Ui      IOU)  Ui  Ui 

•  ••»»•»• 

to  M  m  ro  to  to  m  »c  to  to  ^«  ro  to  to  to 

? 

UJ      CO  Ui  IO  UI  CO  U)0>  (A 
OOCO  r-(QU)r-CU5<b^  C-UJO  I  jlfi 
^^«toRc£>"4<PJlOCMcO«-<OJO  P4«H 

•  ••   •••••  •  •      •  « r~«  •  • 

uiujrrigig^ig^t^uj^.uj^^.c|^i 

111  I  ar~> 

..»  o 

•  •••••»••••  -j  o  ,  • 

•  •  •••  -iira-» 

-p     ,   •      •••••••••  Q-_-^» 

.  *     •    »0  o   •  •   •"G'd*-*    •   •  • 

•  •  *    .  .-j.H  o  •  •  fl  fl  ton 

,-»>}m   .  .Co  j  o  o        «a>3t  « 

r-^     "  •    O   O   *       O-H-H    •  »  £l 

»  °  «  (3    S  Ti  *°  °  ^  B  9  »J  fe» 

So  i  fi  2  oc<i  a)  - 

«  °o«      «  g  a  3  •  «^-«  at  a  ca  n  a 

•ho  do^it  so'du     fiu  fl  * 

r-4  r-t  «>    04>0>   9V  «  flf-j  ^ 
H  fip   hflfltH  K^H  ShdSO'd 
9  3Xid  1h4H  oij  o>o  a  «  Mfi 


U) 

to 


Ui 
U) 
CM 

LD 


CM  CO 
tO^t 


Ui  Ui 
t-» 


CM  CO 
•  * 

Ui  •* 


o 
-p 

1 


•41 

I  CO  S, 


U) 

P- 


t 

o 


to 

CM  •#» 
h  O 


I 

P- 

P-  • 
—  t». 
•  «  to 

CO 

HO  j 


t* 

oho 

P<«t  I 

-p  "S  "a 


in 
o 
o 
* 

Ui 

*G  • 
„  U) 

OH 

■43  • 
4  Uj 
c« 
U 

•ai 

t-l 
0  o 

z% 


Pi 


P 

CO 

S5 


40 


to 


8 


aJ  to 


4 

p- 


CM 


s 


to 

«*P- 

|  r-i  cr> 


u 

§ 

u 
o 

J 

o 


•rl 


5*      tO  UJ 
I  (3   •  P-tO 


i  h 

*  -  a  as  «j  p 

O  -rl  0>O  _ 

to  -p  u  >  ci 

d  5 


«  r»<#  •<*-! 


Page  9 


Table  3. -Dealers1  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
January  195>7>  xrlth  comparisons  1/  2/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3*5%  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Market  8 

January 
1956 

0©©6nibcr 
1956 

January  1957 

Range 

Average 

Number 

Dollars 

"Dollar:! 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

5.99 

•  6.61 

4.99-6.62 

6.46 

16 

5.96 

6.30 

4.68-6.58 

6.27 

25 

4.32 

•  4.64 

3.98-5.35 

4.60 

20 

4.39 

4.40 

3.57-5.01 

4.35 

26 

6.23 

6.31 

5.20-7.19 

6.29 

12 

5.10 

5.26 

4.44-6.18 

5.23 

15 

5.79 

6.19 

4.97-6.70 

6.01 

13 

5.58 

5.76 

4.20-6.03 

5.75 

12 

4.91 

5.29 

5.07-6.05 

5.30 

156 

5.32 

•  5.62 

3.57-7.19 

5.58 

l/   In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same. 
?/   Inoludes  Class  I  prices,  base  or  basio  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
Revised. 


Table  l>. -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to 
homes  in  25  cities,   January  19!>7,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


(Gents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55  I  Jan. 


Jan.  av.  |  1956 


Deo- 
1956 


'"fen,  ' 
1957 


Markets 


1551=35" 
Jan.  av. 


J  i  a 


1956 


Jan. 
195? 


Boston,  Mass...... 

Hartford,  Conn.... 

New  York,  N.  Y.... 

Philadelphia,  Pa«. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.... 

Cleveland,  Ohio... 
Indianapolis,  Ind* 
Chicago,  111...... 

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis...* 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Kansas  City,  Mo... 
Omaha,  Nebr  • 


23.8 
23.8 
25.2 
23.2 
23»8 
21.2 
22.2 
24.5 
21.9 
20.0 
19.4 
22.0 
20.8 


Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C... 
Jacksonville,  Fla. , 

Louisville,  Ky  

New  Orleans,  La.... 

Dallas,  Texas  

Denver,  Colo  

Sal tLakeCity, Utah. . 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Ore  

SanFr an oi  s  oo , Gal if. 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
25  cities  average.. 


23.3 

24 

3/25 

25 

23.7 

25 

26 

26 

26.4 

27 

27 

27 

23.8 

23 

25 

25 

25.6 

26* 

26* 

26* 

24.3 

25 

27 

27 

23.2 

24 

25 

25 

21.0 

21 

23 

23 

21.2 

22* 

24 

24 

21.6 

23 

24 

24 

ZL.7 

21* 

23 

23 

21.6 

21* 

23 

23 

22,8 

3/23.4 

24.7 

24.7 

1/    "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 

differences  in  determining  factors. 
2/   Prices  are  latest  reported  up  to  and  inoluding  the  10th  of  the  month. 
2J  Revised* 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  oottage  ob.ee  se  in  January  1957 


Cities 

Pound  pac 

fcsg'e  e 

12-oz. 

paokage 

Other  p 

ackages 

To  horMfl 

A  V     O  VW1  O  0 

To  h  omfi  j 

To  Hoima 

1  A  V      D  WV1  O  S 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

3 5-35 £ 

31 

_ 

1/22 

18 

35 

29 

27 

T/22 

31-33 

31-32 

25 

24 

_ 

29-31 

24 

_ 

mm 

NOW    YftT^T    fM  +V.  ........ 

35 

l/20£ 

28 

23-29 

19-23 

— 

35 

35 

27—20 

27—20 

l/l8 

l/l8 

26^- 

f**~\    AVn1    AM  J 

2/33 

_ 

3/25 

3/25 

25 

25 

_  29 

33 

26 

27 

25 

24 

w4  1  wa.nVpp>  .         *  -  ...... 

28 

23 

22-23 

_ 

\i  4  nnoor>  rtT  4  a      1/4  mm  ..... 

25 

24 

_ 

T\  a  a    Ua4  nAfl  .    T  mm  _  _ 

25 

24 

23-25 

23 

21 

19-20 

30 

28 

25 

22 

29 

28 

24 

23-24 

27 

27 

na SUXUg vvU ft    U*    w • • • * • * 

_ 

27 

25-29 

4/57 

4^7-59 

27 

25 

^  V»  o  t»T  r»  +■  +  a      N      /",  _ 

25 

25 

23-25 

20 

T  ra<  4  flT4  11.  Vv...... 

31 

tO— 3v 

1  A7 

1  A  4 

29 

29 

25 

25 

26 

5/125 

New  0t*T pans .  T.n. 

| 

26 

26 

_ 

Oklahoma.  fHtv.  0kla«.« 

26 

25 

22-23 

24 

23 

21 

- 

- 

35 

31-35 

27 

24-27 

22 

27 

25 

Salt  Lake  City*  Utah.* 

29 

26 

32 

32 

4/61 

4/61 

Portland*  0reg  

29-32 

Los  Angeles,  Calif *••• 

30-31 

San  Francisco,  Calif •• 

32 

29-32 

1/   8-oz.  paokage.  4/    2-pound  paokage. 

7/   14i-o2.  paokage.  "5/    5-pound  paokage. 

3/   Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 
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TABLE  7.  -  -MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  NOVEMBER  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 

test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 

3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

3  7 

5. 39 

8  1 

5.23 

m  _ 

_  _ 

6. 15 

3  7 

*  7*  04 

8  1 

6*88 

__ 

6.  96 

3  7 

6. 47 

8  1 

6.  31 

6.  67 

3  7 

6. 35 

8  1 

6. 19 



6^  67 

1  7 

6.  65 

8  1 

fi  49 

fi  fi7 

o.  5 

A     O  O 

4.  Bo 

5.  4 

A  QO 
4.  OO 

0.  ol 

4.  0 

*  5. 67 

5.  0 

C  ACi 

5.  42 

0.  79 

3.5 

4.95 

7.9 

4.95 

-- 

5.  06 

3.5 

5/4.89 

8.0 

4.89 

-- 

-- 

4.86 

3.5 

4.-69 

7.8 

4.69 

-- 

-- 

5. 11 

3.5 

5/4.95 

8.7 

4.95 

4.54 

3.5 

5"/  4.  93 

7.4 

4.93 

4.62 

3.5 

*  4.68 

8.0 

4.68 

:: 

4.77 

3.5 

4.84 

6.5 

4.84 

5.  06 

3.5 

•5.  29 

7.5 

5.29 

-- 

-- 

5.  33 

3.5 

4,71 

7.1 

4.71 

— 

— 

5.  02 

3.5 

4.22 

7.4 

4.22 

-- 

-- 

4.40 

3.5 

3.86 

7.4 

3.86 

— 

— 

4.20 

3.5 

3.89 

7.9 

3.89 

— 

— 

4.40 

3.5 

2/4.12 

7.4 

4.12 

— 

— 

4.22 

3.5 

"4.44 

7.0 

4.44 

4.52 

3.68 

6/4.  70 

3.5 

4.30 

7.0 

4.30 

4.44 

3.40 

~  4.57 

3.5 

•  4.69 

7.0 

4.69 

— 

— 

4.85 

3.5 

•  4.07 

7.4 

4.07 

-- 

— 

4.16 

3.5 

5/4. 32 

7.6 

4.32 

-- 

-- 

4.40 

3.5 

-  3.83 

7.7 

3.83 

-- 

4.02 

3.5 

3.73 

7.4 

3.73 

4.24 

3.5 

3.85 

7.4 

3.85 

-- 

— 

4.30 

3.5 

5/4.80 

7.0 

4.80 

6/4.  61 

3.8 

~  4.51 

6.6 

4.31 

-- 

— 

"  4.  63 

4.0 

4.51 

7.4 

4.14 

— 

-  ■ 

4.74 

3.5 

4.51 

7.1 

4.51 

4.  62 

3.  5 

4.14 

7.1 

4. 14 

— — 

4.  35 

3.5 

5.24 

7.0 

5.  24 

5.  37 

3.5 

•4.58 

9.5 

4.58 

-- 

— 

4.62 

3.5 

4.21 

7.0 

4.21 

6/4. 46 

3.8 

5/4. 86 

7.0 

4.65 

:: 



F/4. 53 

3.8 

4.34 

6.6 

4.14 

-- 

--  -,. 

~  4.63 

3.8 

4.84 

7.4 

4.62 

— 

— 

5.16 

3.8 

4.53 

7.4 

4.31 

4.91 

3.  28 

6/4.92 

4.0 

•  5.70 

5.5 

5.43 

-- 

-- 

5.64 

3.5 

5.23 

7.8 

5.23 

— 

— 

5.42 

Q  EC 

•    A  QQ 

1.4 

4  QQ 

yy 

oA:  oo 
O/D,  Ac* 

4.0 

*  5.68 

7.3 

5.  32 

~£34 

3.5 

4.92 

7.7 

4.92 

5.17 

3.8 

5/4.88 

6.5 

4.69 

4.51 

3.5 

~  4.82 

6.5 

4.82 

4.  82 

4.0 

•  5.38 

7.2 

5.  02 

5.34 

4.0 

5.  02 

7.4 

4.65 

6/4.96 

4.0 

4.79 

7.4 

4.42 

F/4.  71 

4.0 

•  5.46 

6.5 

5.14 

5.25 

4.0 

•  4.61 

7.4 

4.24 

4.66 

4.0 

5. 42 

7.0 

5.07 

5.  56 

New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants 

Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa.  , 

E.  North  Central: 

Akron,  Ohio  

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Grade  A.  

Cleveland,  Ohio  , 

Columbus,  Ohio.  , 

Dayton -Springfield,  Grade  A. .... .  , 

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  1/  , 

Toledo,  Ohio  .7  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  ,  

South  Bend -La  Porte  

Chicago  Gr.A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A.  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.  

Upstate  Michigan.  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central; 

Duluth-Superior,  Minn.  -Wis  

Minneapolis -St,  Paul,  Minn  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la.  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la.  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  

Black  Hills,  S.  D. ••••••••••••••• 

Eastern  South  Dakota.  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D  

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia. 

Topeka,  Kans.  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans.  

South  Atlantic: 

Wilmington,  Del.  

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri -State  area,  Ky.  -Ohio-W.Va.  .. 

Bluefield,  W.  Va  7/.  

Wheeling,  W.Va.  

E.  South  Central; 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn. ,  Va.  &  Ky  

Chattanooga,  Tenn.  

Knoxville,  Tenn.  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Central  Mississippi.  
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TABLE  7.  -  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  NOVEMBER  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 

fat 

diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3. 5<7o  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 


W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Atk  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone.... 

Shreveport,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex.,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific: 

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho  


Pet. 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.  0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


3.8 


4.0 
4.0 


Dollars 

4.95 
5.55 

•  5.51 

•  6.03 
4.90 
4.93 

'  6.33 
6.17 

•  6.83 
5.61 
6.  52 
5.  94 


5.  95 


Cents 

7.4 
7.3 
7.1 
7.3 
7.4 
7.4 
6.8 
7.4 
7.3 
7.0 
6.8 
7.2 


10.1 


4.75  7.7 
5.  34         8.  0 


Dollars 

4.  58 
5.19 
5.15 
5.66 
4.53 
4.56 
5.99 
5.80 
6. 47 

5.  26 
6.18 
5.  58 


5.65 


4.37 
4.94 


Dollars 


Dollars 


4.  90 

5.  52 


3.  53 
3.73 


Dollars 

6/5. 14 
<>/  5. 25 
~  5.96 
5.71 
4.97 
5.06 
4/ 6. 18 
6.  03 
6.  55 
6/5.78 
~  6.20 
5.75 


6/5.  97 


6/4.93 
S/5.12 


Weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices.    1/  Plants  holding  Alliance,  Canton,  or  Massillon 

Blend  $4.  06;  Class  I  $4. 18. 


*    Individual -handler  pool, 
permit. 

2/  Prices  shown  are  for  Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants 
37  Huntington  plants. 
3/  Austin  7.  50  and  Waco  22.  50   less,  respectively. 

IT/  Includes  seasonal  incentive  payments  under  various  Federal  Order  Markets,  November  1956 
Columbus  550  Cincinnati  390 

Dayton  45. 80  Sioux  City  410  Louisville  430 

Duluth  -Superior      42.70  Omaha -Lin. -C.  B.  38.30 

6/  Negotiated  price  (Does  not  include  bulk-tank  pickup  premiums): 

Sioux  Falls  $4. 55  Detroit  $5. 35 

Central  Arizona    $6. 04  Puget  Sound  $5. 49 

Sioux  City  $4. 99  Inland  Empire  $5. 55 

Fort  Smith  $5.22  Omaha  -Lin.  -Conn.  Bluffs  $4.99 


Central  Arkansas 
North  Texas 
Wichita 
Chattanooga 
Knoxville 


$5.  38 
$6.  23 
$5.17 
$5.20 
$4.96 


7/  Order  effective  October  1;  pricing  provisions  effective  November  L. 

"Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of  Market 
Administrators. 

TABLE  8.  —NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS,  NOVEMBER-DECEMBER  1956  1/ 


City 

Net  blended  price 

paid  for  3.  5<7o 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 

Mon  th 

Dealers'  buying 
price  for  Class! 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

6.  36 

November 

6.  62 

Hartford-New  Haven- 

5/6. 49 

November 

6.  32 

Pittsburgh,  Pa,  

5.  33 

November 

6.  21 

4.30 

November 

4.  57 

5.02 

December 

5.50 

Washington,  D.  C  

3/4.81 

December 

6.  62 

5.19 

December 

6.  25 

November 

5.53 

4/4.97 

December 

5.  95 

1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I  -Milk  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  n  -Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  for  fluid  consumption. 

Class  m  and/or  IV  -Milk  used  in  manufacturing  dairy  products. 

A  base  and  surplus  plan  is  often  used  with  these  classifications. 
2/  F.  O.  B.  City  unless  indicated  otherwise.  5/  Includes  600  pay- back. 

3/  Excludes  400  quality  premium.  "~ 
?/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  73. 
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Table  9. — Fluid  milk:  price  changes,  January  1957  V 


Markets  by 

Dealers 1 

buying  prices  f.o.b, 

Retail  prices  per  single 

geographic 
divisions 

city.  Class  I  milk  (3.5$  fat) 

quart  delivered  to  homes 

Jan. 

Dec* 

Jan. 

Jan. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

1956 

1956 

1957 

1956 

1956 

1957 

iJOjLLars 

i>o  i±ars 

H/nI  1    II  Mil 

do  I } ars 

uenx»s 

Cents 

NEW  ENGLAND: 

C  Rn 

A  £R 

o.Uo 

2k 

£D 

25p 
9n;i 
02 

ManA^ashua -Ports .  M.H. 

<  Ri 
9.oj_ 

A  6R 

6  liA 

9)i 

9A 

<4.  9.5 

K  9)i 

iNl  *  JU  ■ 

9*5 

99 

%  2k 

22 

^.81 

6.68 

6.k6 

2k-2kA 

26-261 

Fall  Rxyer,iv!ass  

6.10 

6.97 

2k 

2t&-26t 

2^-2^ 

5.81 

6.68 

6.k6 

23| 

26 

251 

5.81 

6.68 

6.U6 

2  3 -2k 

26-26J 

26 

5.81 

6.68 

6.U6 

23j 
25| 

26 

25i 

Npxt  Hsvpti  flnnn 

6.3k 

6.32 

6.32 

26i 

3/27 

MT I iDT.F  ATT  4  TTTTP  • 

Alhanv    T\T  Y 

-1-  UCLl       j     r!  •  JL  •  •  a  »  •  •  «  ■  •  « 

5.20 

5.33 

5.73 

23 

2k 

25 

U.32 

U.83 

k.68 

23 

25 

25 

— 

- 

23 

2k 

25 

5.70 

5.75 

6.00 

22-23 

23i 

2UJ 

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

U.20 

U.ii6 

k.22 

23 

2k 

)■  9£ 

1,  9t 

99 

9i,  9£ 

<y  o-^4 

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

k.56 

k.66 

U.66 

20 

22 

21 

k.k2 

k.57 

k.k2 

23 

2k 

^23 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

5.05 

5.6k 

5.2k 

23 

25 

25 

E.  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 

U.76 

k.86 

k.86 

25 

26 

25 

W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 

26 

25 

U.8U 

5.33 

5.29 

2h 

5.96 

6.55 

6.28 

25 

27 

27 

5.57 

6.23 

5.96 

25 

27 

27 

PACIFIC : 

3/5.53 

2UJ 

5.15 

5.70 

23 

2Ui 

l/  All  changes  effective  January  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
9/  Effective  date  hot.  "reported. 

3/  Effective  dates: 

Bee  ember  30  -  New  Haven 


December  15  -  Bremerton 
January  9  -  Topeka 


Page  15 


(Continued  from  page  l) 


In  the  Middle  Atlantic  region,  early  January  dealers'  buying  prices 
for  Class  I  milk  averaged  $6.27  per  hundredweight  —  31  cents  per  hundred- 
weight higher  than  January  1956,  but  3  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than 
December.    Prices  in  Albany,  N.  Y.,  were  higher  by  hO  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail  levels.    In  Binghamton, 
N.  Y.,  the  Class  I  price  was  15  cents  per  hundredweight  below  December,  but 
retail  prices  were  unchanged.    In  Schenectady,  N.  Y.,  retail  prices  were  1 
cent  per  quart  higher.    Producer  prices  in  this  market  were  not  reported. 
Johnstown,  Pa.  reported  price  increases  of  25  cents  per  hundredweight  for 
Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  for  milk  at  homes  and  in  stores. 

In  the  East  North  Central  area,  the  average  Class  I  price  was  $H.60 
per  hundredweight,  28  cents  per  hundredweight  above  January  1956,  but  h  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  December  1956.    In  South  Bend,  Ind.,  early  January 
Class  I  prices  were  2h  cents  per  hundredweight  below  December,  but  retail 
prices  were  unchanged.    In  Springfield,  HI.,  producer  prices  were  un- 
changed but  home  delivery  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower.    In  the 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  market,  prices  were  down  h  cents  per  hundredweight.  Store 
prices  were  unsettled  with  changes  from  December  ranging  from  one-half 
cent  per  quart  lower  to  1  cent  per  quart  higher.    Home  delivered  prices 
were  unchanged  in  this  market.    In  the  important  Chicago  market  along 
with  Gary,  Ind.,  Rock  Island,  111.,  and  Kenosha,  Wis.,  Class  I  prices 
were  down  U  cents  per  hundredweight.    However,  prices  at  retail  were 
unchanged. 

In  the  West  North  Central  States,  dealers1  average  buying  price 
for  Class  I  milk  averaged  $U»35  per  hundredweight.    This  was  U  cents  per 
hundredweight  lower  than  January  of  last  year  and  5  cents  per  hundred- 
weight below  December.    In  the  Greater  Kansas  City  marketing  area, 
Class  I  prices  were  llj.  cents  per  hundredweight  less  than  December. 
Retail  prices  in  both  the  Missouri  and  Kansas  portions  of  the  city 
were  reported  unchanged.    Aberdeen,  S.  D.  reported  Class  I  prices  as 
unchanged,  but  home  delivery  prices  1  cent  per  quart  lower.    In  the 
Topeka,  Kans.  market,  the  Class  I  price  was  15  cents  per  hundredweight 
below  December.    Retail  prices  were  dcam.  1  cent  per  quart  for  home 
delivered  and  2  cents  per  quart  at  stores.    These  prices,  effective 
January  %  followed  a  price  war  from  December  27  through  January  8, 
when  quart  prices  dropped  as  low  as  18  cents  at  homes  and  15  cents  at 
stores.    In  Wichita,  Kans.,  the  Class  I  price  was  down  13  cents  per 
hundredweight,  but  retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  region,  Class  I  prices  paid  by  dealers  in 
early  January  averaged  $6.29  per  hundredweight.    This  was  6  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  January  1956,  but  2  cents  per  hundredweight  less 
than  December.    Among  the  major  markets  in  this  region,  the  only  change 
was  in  Wilmington,  Del.  where  Class  I  prices  were  UO  cents  per  hundred- 
weight lower  than  December,  but  retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged. 

(Continued  on  page  16) 
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In  the  East  South  Central  States,  the  average  Class  I  price  paid 
by  dealers  was  $5*23  per  hundredweight.    This  was  13  cents  per 
hundredweight  higher  than  January  of  last  year,  but  3  cents  per  hundred- 
weight lower  than  December  1956.    Class  I  prices  in  Paducah,  Ky.  were 
reported  unchanged,  but  prices  at  homes  and  at  stores  were  1  cent  per 
quart  lower.    In  the  Knoxville  and  Memphis,  Term,  markets,  Class  I 
prices  declined  10  and  12  cents  per  hundredweight,  respectively,  from 
December.    Retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged  in  these  markets. 
There  were  numerous  other  minor  changes  in  Class  I  prices  in  principal 
markets  in  this  area. 

In  the  West  South  Central  area,  the  average  buying  price  paid  by 
dealers  was  $6.01  per  hundredweight,  22  cents  per  hundredweight  higher 
than  January  of  last  year,  but  18  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than 
in    December.  Early  January  Class  I  prices  in  Little  Rock,  Ark.  were 
down  h  cents  per  hundredweight,  and  retail  prices  were  1  cent  per 
quart  lower.    In  the  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa-Muskogee  markets,  Class  I 
prices  were  9  and  lh  cents  per  hundredweight,  respectively,  below 
December,  but  resale  prices  at  homes  and  at  stores  were  unchangedo 
In  Austin  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  Class  I  prices  were  down  27  cents  per 
hundredweight.    Retail  prices  in  these  markets  were  reported  unchanged 
from  early  December. 

In  the  Mountain  States,  the  average  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers 
was  per  hundredweight  —  17  cents  per  hundredweight  above 

January  a  year  earlier,  but  1  cent  per  hundredweight  below  Decembero 
Among  the  principal  markets  in  this  region,  dealers'  buying  and  selling 
prices  were  virtually  unchanged  from  the  previous  montho 

In  the  Pacific  Coast  States,  average  prices  for  Class  I  milk  were 
$£o30  per  hundredweight.    This  was  39  cents  per  hundredweight  higher 
than  a  year  earlier,  and  1  cent  per  hundredweight  over  December  1°£6. 
The  only  changes  from  December  in  this  area  were  in  Washington  where 
Class  I  prices  decreased  17  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Bremerton, 
Wash.,  and  increased  12  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Spokane,  Wash. 
Home  delivered  and  store  prices  in  both  of  these  markets  were  reported 
unchanged. 
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Table  10, -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  November  1956,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Marketing  area 


•  ••••• 


Boston,  Mass..^ 
Fall  River,  Mass 
Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 
Springfield,  Mass..y 
Worcester,  Mass. 
New  York,  N.  Y..6, 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio..?/... 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapoli  s-St . Paul, Minn . 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,S.D. 
Cedar  Rapids-IowaCity,Ia. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Iincoln -Council 

Eluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark.. 7/  

Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans. 7/. 
Neosho  Valley, Kan s. -Mo, 7/ 


I'.'ichi  ta,  Kans .  .7/. . . . 
Southwest  Kans.. 7/... 

Louisville,  Ky  

Fort  Smith,  Ark.. 7/.. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.. 
Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla. 
San  Antonio,  Texas . . . 
Puget  Sound,  V'ash..7/ 

Total  hj  


Ho  v. 

1955 


Oct. 

1956 

1/ 


1J; 

1/ 


1,000 
pounds 
2,0lU 
113 
281 

U33 
295 
8,89U 
2,020 
U65 
268 
151 
3,20U 
8U5 
210 

1,1U9 
69 
135 
5U 
87 

U06 
1,101 
208 
Ikh 
176 

2U0 
97 
579 
70 
321 
315 
370 
1,155 


1,000 
pounds 

2,105 
118 
303 
U76 

313 
9,21*8 
2,081 
U88 
285 
157 
3,220 
900 
229 
1,213 
71 
1U2 
57 
88 

h2h 
1,13U 
2U7 
810 
190 

253 
105 
602 
78 
352 
3U3 
399 
1,212 


Nov. 

1956 

iL 


h/  Nov,  1956  "asT 


1,000 
pounds 
2,113 
117 
298 
U68 
308 
9,069 
2,051 
U86 
283 
157 
3,182 
892 
228 
1,187 
68 
139 
55 
86 

U19 
1,122 
2U2 
785 
187 

2U9 
102 
599 
78 
352 
336 
390 
1,213 


Nov. 

1955 


Oct. 

1956 


Jan. -Nov. 

1956  as  % 
of  1955  y 


Percent  Percent 


Percent 


26,U68    27,6U2  27,261 


105 

100 

102 

ioU 

99 

102 

mm    A.  S 

106 

98 

105 

108 

98 

105 

ioU 

98 

103 

102 

98 

101 

102 

99 

101 

io5 

100 

lOii 

105 

99 

io5 

10ij 

100 

102 

99 

99 

101 

106 

99 

mm  -kl 

IQk 

108 

100 

101 

103 

98 

103 

99 

96 

102 

103 

98 

101 

103 

98 

106 

98 

97 

101 

103 

99 

103 

102 

99 

102 

116 

98 

nil 

105 

97 

lui- 

107 

77 

106 

10k 

98 

102 

106 

98 

102 

103 

99 

105 

111 

100 

102 

110 

100 

108 

107 

98 

107 

105 

98 

100 

105 

100 

105 

103,0' 

98.6 

102.3 

1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in- 
area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/    Preliminary.    j3/    Revised,    h/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

i  ' 

2/ 


Data  incln.de  skim  items. 
Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
Does  not  inc3v.de  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer -handlers, 


as  follows: 

Kansas  City  23.5 


Wichite 
Fort  Smith 


lull 
3.k 


IjOOO  pounds 
Neosho  Valley  10.8 
Oklahoma  City  8.2 
Puget  Sound  33.0 
Stark  County  3.8 


Ozarks  3.2 
Southwest  Kans.  3.3 
Tulsa-Muskogee  2.8 


■tf  1956  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  Nov.  1,  1956. 
Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  NOVEMBER  1956,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

Whole  milk  sales  during  November  continue  above  last  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  November  1956  in  31  Federal  Order 
markets,  on  a  market  area  basis,  were  3.0  percent  higher  than  November  1955 >  but 
l.ii  percent  lower  than  October  1956,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported 
today.    Whole  milk  sales  during  November  1956  were  above  the  same  month  in  1955 
in  28  of  the  31  markets  with  increases  ranging  up  to  16  percent.    However,  in 
most  markets  the  margin  of  gain  over  a  year  earlier  was  not  as  great  as  in  October. 
Compared  with  October,  sales  during  November  1956  were  lower  in  2h  of  the  31 
markets  and  about  the  same  in  7«    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  the  first  11  months  of 
1956  averaged  2.3  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1955  with  increases  shown  for 
all  31  markets o    The  average  milkfat  test  of  whole  milk  sold  for  all  31  markets 
during  November  1956  was  3*57  percent,  the  same  as  in  October  but  slightly  below 
the  3»59  percent  average  for  November  1955* 

In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  whole  milk  sales  during  November  were 
2  percent  higher  than  November  1955 j  but  were  down  2  percent  from  October  1956. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  for  this  market  during  the  first  11  months  of  1956  were  1 
percent  higher  than  for  the  January-November  period  of  1955  • 

In  the  remaining  30  markets,  average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  November 
1956  were  3»5  percent  higher  than  for  November  1955>  but  were  1.1  percent  lower 
than  October.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  these  30  markets  in  the  period  January- 
November  1956  were  3»0  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  months  of  1955* 

Half-and-half  sales  in  November  continue  sharp  increases 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly  known  as 
half-and-half)  during  November  in  25  of  the  31  Federal  Order  markets  (all  5 
Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  10.3  percent  above  November 
1955  and  11.9  percent  greater  than  October  1956.    Twenty-two  of  the  25  markets 
showed  half-and-half  sales  above  November  a  year  earlier  with  increases  of  10  per- 
cent or  more  in  11  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream 
mixtures  for  the  first  11  months  of  the  year  were  9.7  percent  greater  than  for  the 
same  period  in  1955.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold 
during  November  1956  was  11.3  percent  as  compared  with  11 percent  in  November 

1955  and  11.6  percent  in  October. 

Sales  of  fluid  cream  below  last  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  products  in  26  of  the  Federal 
Order  markets  (U  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  during  November 

1956  were  3.5  percent  lower  than  November  1955  j  but  17o2  percent  above  October. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in  these  markets  in  the  first  11  months  of 
1956  were  3.1  percent  less  than  for  the  same  period  of  1955.    The  average  milkfat 
test  of  fluid  cream  sold  during  the  month  was  23«7  percent  as  compared  with 

23.5  percent  in  November  1955  and  22.6  percent  in  October. 


(Continued  on  page  21) 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  of  skin  milk  products  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  November  1956,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


57  Nov.  1956  as  % 


Marketing  area 


Nov. 

y 


Oct. 

1956 


Nov. 

1956 


Nov. 

1955 


Oct. 

1956 


Jan. -Nov, 
1956  as  % 
of  1955  $J 


Boston,  Mass  . .6/. ...... 

Fall  River,  Mass  , 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass, 

Philadelphia,  Pa  , 

Akr on,  Ohio  , 

Stark  County,  Ohio . . . . 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind  , 


Detroit,  Hich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

s/uad  Cities,  111. -Iowa  

Minneapolis-3t.  Paul,  Minn.. 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D.. 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,Iowa. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sicux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha - Lin c o In -C oun c i 1 

Bluff s ,  N ebr . -Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozrrks,  Mo. -Ark  

Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kansas  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo  


Wichita,  Kansas  

Southwest  Kansas . . . . , 

Louisville,  Ky  , 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  , 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla, 
San  Antonio,  Texas.., 
Puget  Sound,  Wash..., 


1,000 

pounds 

"60.1 
U.7 
7.1 
125.1 
58.U 
19.6 
lU.o 

260.^ 
68.3 
30.3 
76.9 
7.9 
23.5 
6.1 
9.k 

U6.0 
102.1 
25.7 
5U.6 

12.9 

15.8 
2.6 
52.0 
6.9 
30.9 
26.3 
35.0 
89.5 


1,000 
pounds 

73.2 
5.5 
n.i 

136.8 
67.0 
23.6 
lh.O 

278.0 
8U.1; 
1|3.0 
98.6 
9.5 
26.U 

9.3 
11.9 

52.6 
122.2 
26.3 
6U.2 
15.7 

18.0 
3.1 
56.8 
7.5 
3U.5 
28.7 
lil.O 
92.8 


1,000 
pounds 

68.2 
5.0 
10.1 
127.0 
62.6 

2lw3 
13.1 
255.0 
78.U 
U2.1 
89.9 

8.7 
2lw8 

8.5 
11.2 

U9.U 
lHi.6 

2U.5 
57.1 

lii.O 

15.7 
2.8 

5U.5 
7.0 

31.3 
26.1 
38.ii 
89.9 


Percent   Percent  Percent 


liU 
106 
lh2 
102 
107 
12U 
9k 
98 
115 
139 
117 
110 
106 
138 
120 

108 
112 
95 

io5 

109 

100 
107 

105 

101 
101 
99 
110 
100 


93 
91 
91 
93 
93 
103 
93 
92 

93 
98 
91 
92 
9h 
91 
95 

9h 
9k 
93 
89 
89 

87 
91 
96 
93 
91 
91 
9k 
97 


Total  g/ 


1,272.0  1,U55.9  1,35U.U 


106.5 


93.0 


102 
99 
109 
101 
106 
105 
98 
95 
109 
113 
ill* 
nil 
in 

139 

n8 

lOli 
108 
103 
100 
116 

lOli 

93 
100 

95 
110 
103 
112 

103 


103.U 


1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area 
data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

"2/  Preliminary. 

Ij/    Revised.      £/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

oj    195^>  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  ll/l/56. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 


Page  21 


(Continued  from  page  19) 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales  of 
milkfat  in  fluid  cream  during  November  were  1,3  percent  higher  than  November 
1955  and  6.7  percent  above  October.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in 
this  market  for  the  first  11  months  of  1956  showed  a  1.2  percent  increase  over 
the  same  period  in  1955 • 

Combined  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  fluid  cream 
(not  shown  in  Table  11)  during  November  1956  in  these  26  markets  other  than 
New  York  City  were  1.2  percent  greater  than  a  year  earlier  and  15.2  percent 
above  October.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  products  for  the  first  11 
months  of  this  year  increased  1.1  percent  above  the  same  period  in  1955« 

Skim  milk  sales  during  November  substantially  above  1955 » 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  November  in  28  Federal 
Order  markets  were  6.5  percent  greater  than  November  1955  but  were  7*0  percent 
less  than  October.    November  sales  were  higher  than  a  year  earlier  in  22  of  the 
28  markets,  about  the  same  in  2  and  lower  in  U.    Ten  of  the  22  markets  reported 
increases  of  10  percent  or  more.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  skim  products  the 
first  11  months  of  this  year  were  3»U  percent  above  last  year  with  21  of  the  28 
markets  recording  increases.    The  milkfat  test  of  skim  milk  sold  during  November 
was  1.50  percent.    This  compares  with  1.52  percent  in  November  1955  and  1.55 
percent  in  October. 

November  receipts  continue  above  last  year 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  5U  Federal  Order  markets 
during  November  were  5»1  percent  higher  than  November  a  year  earlier,  but  0.9  per- 
cent less  than  October.    The  number  of  producers  shipping  milk  to  these  5U  markets 
during  November  was  lw5  percent  less  than  in  November  1955>  a  decrease  of  over 
8,000  producers.    Average  daily  receipts  from  producers  during  November  at  U32 
pounds  were  10.0  percent  higher  than  for  November  a  year  earlier.    The  test  of  milk 
received  for  the  entire  group  of  5U  markets  during  November  averaged  3»8U  percent. 
This  compares  with  3«86  percent  in  November  1955  and  3.79  percent  in  October o 

Milk  production  in  December  continues  record  high 

Milk  production  on  United  States  farms  during  December  1956  was  estimated  at 
9.3  billion  pounds  —  1  percent  above  December  1955  and  15  percent  greater  than 
the  19U5-5U  average  for  the  month.    On  a  daily  basis,  production  in  December 
was  2.5  percent  higher  than  November.    This  compares  with  a  2.2  percent  seasonal 
increase  in  this  period  in  1955  and  an  average  increase  of  1.0  percent  from 
November  to  December  in  the  10 years,  19h5-5U. 

The  sum  of  the  12  monthly  production  estimates  made  currently  in  1956  was 
nearly  127.0  billion  pounds  —  about  3  percent  higher  than  the  previous  record 
high  of  123.5  billion  pounds  in  1955»    This  total  production  is  tentative  pending 
a  more  detailed  analysis  of  numbers  of  milk  cows  and  production  per  cow  by  States 
which  will  be  published  in  February  1957.    Per  capita  milk  production  during 
December  1956  averaged  1.77  pounds  per  day,  about  the  same  as  in  November  1956, 
and  compares  with  1.72  pounds  per  capita  per  day,  the  10-year  average  for  December. 
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U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  „ 

Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  February  were  ii^an^prf  f.^  plismly  p_ower  at  both 
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producer  and  consumer  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today. 
Producer  prices  were  lower  in  15  markets  or  about  1  in  every  10  reporting. 
Retail  prices  were  lower  in  10  markets  or  about  1  in  every  16  reporting.    On  the 
contrary,  Class  I  prices  were  higher  in  1  market  and  home  delivery  prices  were 
higher  in  h  markets.    However,  Class  I  prices   are  not  currently  determined  in  a 
number  of  markets  and  February  prices  will  not  be  published  until  March. 

The  average  price  per  single  quart  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  major  cities  in  early  February  averaged  2lu7  cents  -  unchanged  for  the 
second  straight  month.    The  current  average  was  1.3  cents  per  quart  above  the 
February  1956  average  and  1.9  cents  above  the  1951-55  average  for  the  month. 
Prices  were  unchanged  in  all  25  cities  except  Boston  where  single  quart  home 
delivered  prices  were  reported  at  26  cents  as  compared  to  26-26|  cents  in  January. 
Compared  with  a  year  earlier,  February  1957  prices  in  these  markets  were  higher  in 
22  of  the  25  markets  with  increases  of  from  1  to  l\  cents  per  quart.    In  the  other 
3  markets,  early  February  prices  were  unchanged. 

The  weighted  average  price  (f .o.b.  city)  paid  by  dealers  in  early  February 
was  $5.52  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I' milk.    This  was  5  cents  lower  than 
January  -  about  the  average  seasonal  decline.    The  current  average  was  23  cents 
per  hundredweight  higher  than  February  1956  and  h  cents  per  hundredweight  higher 
than  the  1951-55  average  for  the  month. 

In  New  England,  the  average  Class  I  price  in  February  was  >8>6,30  per  hundred- 
weight -  36  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  February  last  year  but  16  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  than  January  this  year.    Prices  in  the  k  New  Hampshire 
markets  reporting  were  lower  by  22  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and 
one-half  cent  per  quart  at  retail  both  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores.  In 
the  5  Federal  Order  markets  of  Massachusetts,  the  Class  I  price  was  22  cents  per 
hundredweight  and  retail  prices  were  one-half  cent  per  quart  below  January  except 
for  Springfield.    In  that  market  home  delivered  prices  were  unchanged  but  store 
prices  were  about  ^  cent  per  quart  lower. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  Class  I  prices  paid  by  dealers  averaged  &6.20 
per  hundredweight.    This  was  23  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  February  of 
last  year  but  5  cents  per  hundredweight  below  January  this  year.    In  the  New  York 
City  marketing  area,  Class  I  prices  were  down  10  cents  per  hundredweight  from 
January.    However,  retail  prices  in  this  market  were  unchanged.    In  Reading,  Pa., 
prices  were  higher  by  30  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per 
quart  at  homes  and  in  stores. 

(Continued  on  page  11 ) 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
February  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3.5$  fat  5  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Markets 

February 
1956 

January 
1957 

February  1957 

Range 

Average 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

5.94 

6.46 

4.65-6.49 

6.30 

16 

5.97 

•6.25 

4.43-6.48 

6.20 

25 

4.20 

•4.57 

3.95-5.35 

4.51 

20 

4.38 

4.35 

3.44-5.01 

4.32 

26 

6.21 

6.29 

4.75-7.19 

6.28 

12 

5.07 

5.23 

4.36-6.18 

5.20 

15 

5.79 

6.01 

4.95-6,70 

6.00 

13 

5.57 

•5.77 

4.20-6.02 

5.75 

12 

4.92 

5.30 

5.07-6.05 

5.30 

156 

5.29 

•5.57 

3.44-7.19 

5.52 

/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  oream  are  the  same, 
r  Revised. 


Table  h» -Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  per  single  quart  delivered  to 
homes  in  2$  cities,  February  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55 
Feb.  av< 


Feb. 

24- 24t 

24{ 
2! 
24 
25 
22 
22 

25- 27^ 
22* 
20 

*  21 
23 
21 


Jan. 

<  1957 
26-26£ 

26 

27i 

26i 
23 
23 
26-28-£ 
25 
22 
22i 
23 
22 


Feb. 
1957 


Markets 

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Louisville ,  Ky. . . . 
New  Orleans,  La... 

Dallas,  Texas  

Denver,  Colo  

Sal tLakeCity, Utah. 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Ore  

SanFranoi  s  oo , Call f 
Los  Angeles,  Calif 
25  cities  average. 


1951-55 

Feb. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Feb.  av. 

1956 

1957 

1957 

23.4 

24 

25 

25 

23.8 

25 

26 

26 

26.6 

27 

27 

27 

23.8 

23 

25 

25.6 

26i 

26i 

26£ 

24.3 

25 

27 

27 

23.2 

24 

25 

25 

21.0 

23 

23 

21.1 

22i 

24 

24 

21.9 

23 

24 

24 

21.7 

21% 

23 

23 

21.8 

at 

23 

23 

22. e     *  23.4 

24.7 

24.7 

Boston,  Mass  

Hartford,  Conn. • • 
New  York,  N.  Y... 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa... 
Cleveland,  Ohio. . 
Indianapolis,  Ind 

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich. . . . 
Milwaukee,  Wis... 
Minneapolis,  Minn 
Kansas  City,  Mo*. 
Qua ha,  Nebr  


23 .6 
24.2 
25.0 
23.2 
23.8 
20.6 
22.0 
24.6 
22.0 
20.0 
19.6 
21.8 
20.8 


26 
26 
27i 
25 
26f 
23 
23 
26-28£ 
25 
22 
22f 
23 
22 


± 


1/    "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  eaoh  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors.    The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 
*  Revised. 
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Table  6.-Retail  prices  for  cottage  oheese  in  February  1957 


Cities 


Pound  packages 


To  homes 


At  stores 


12— oz«  paokage 


To  homes   At  stores 


Other  packages 
To  homes  ] At  stores 


Boston,  Mass  

Providence,  R.  I  

Hartford,  Conn........ 

Buffalo,  N.  Y  

New  York  City  

Rochester,  N.  Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Indianapolis,  Ind  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Vfis  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

Des  Moines,  Iowa  

Kansas  City,  Mo. -Cans. 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Omaha,  Nebr  

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C  

Richmond,  Va  

Charlotte,  N.  C.  

Miami,  Fla  

Louisville,  Ky  

Nashville,  Tenn....... 

Birmingham,  Ala  

New  Orleans,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla... 

Dallas,  Tex  

El  Paso,  Tex  

Cheyenne,  Wyo  

Denver,  Cole  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.. 

Seattle,  Wash....  

Portland,  Oreg........ 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.... 

San  Franoisoo,  Calif 


Cents 

35-35^ 

35 
31-33 
29-31 

35 

28 

26-29 
31 

3/25 

27 
28 

25 
23-25 
30 
29 


27 


31 
29 


26 

27 
35 


29 
32 

29-  32 

30-  31 
32 


Cents 
31 

31-32 

24- 30 

23-29 
29 

3/25 
"  29 

25- 27 


23 
28 
28 


2© 
29 


22 
31-35 


26 
32 


29-32 


Cents 

29 
25 


26*- 

25 
33 

23 
25 
24 
21 
25 
24 
27 
28 
25 
25 
23-25 

25 

26 
25 
23 
27 
22 
27 


Cents 

27 
24 

19-23 


25 
26 
24 

22-  23 
24 

19-20 
22 

23-  24 
27 

26-29 

25 
20 

25 
26 
26 

22-23 
21 

24- 27 

25 


5 -'Sis. 
1/22 
X/ZZ 


1/20* 


Cents 
18 


1/18  1/18 

2/32-33 

4/53  4/53 


4/57  4^7-59 

lA7  lA* 
5A25 


4/61  4/61 


1/    8-oz.  package. 
"if   14^-oz.  package. 
7/   Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 


4/  2-pound  package. 
3/   5-pound  paokage. 


(Continued  from  page  l) 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  tne  average  Class  I  price  was  ftlw^l  cents 
per  hundredweight  -  31  cents  per  hundredweight  above  February  of  last  year  but 
6  cents  per  hundredweight  below  January  19!?7.    The  only  sizable  price  change  was 

in  the  Springfield ,  111.  market  where  the  Class  I  price  was  25>  cents  per  hundred- 
weight below  January.    Retail  prices  in  this  market  were  unchanged.    Changes  in 
other  markets  in  this  area  were  minor  including  a  3  cent  per  hundredweight  decline 
in  the  important  Chicago  marketing  area.    Retail  prices  were  steady  in  these 
markets.    However,  in  a  number  of  markets  in  this  region,  Class  I  prices  were  not 
currently  determined. 


(Continued  on  page  l£) 
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TABLE  7.  -  -MINIMUM  BLEND  AND 


CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 
IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  DECEMBER  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 

test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3. 5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 

3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 


New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone.  , 

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.,  City  plants 

Springfield,  Moss. ,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa.  , 

E.  North  Central: 

Akron,  Ohio  , 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Grade  A,  , 

Cleveland,  Ohio  , 

Columbus,  Ohio.  

Dayton-Springfield,  Grade  A.  , 

Lima,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  1/  

Toledo,  Ohio  7  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  ,  

South  Bend -La  Porte.  , 

Chicago  Gr.A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockf ord  -Freeport,  111.  Gr.  A.  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.  , 

Upstate  Michigan.  , 

Milwaukee,  Wis...  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn.  -Wis.  

Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la.  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la.  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans.  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D  

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia. 

Topeka,  Kans.  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans.  

South  Atlantic: 

Wilmington,  Del.  

Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  

Tri -State  area,  Ky.  -Ohio-W.Va.  .. 

Bluefield,  W.  Va.  ,.  

Wheeling,  W.Va.  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Teniu.Va.  &  Ky  

Chattanooga,  Term.  

Knoxville,  Term.  

Memphis,  Term.  

Nashville,  Term  

Central  Mississippi.  


Pet. 

3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 


3.  5 
4.0 


3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 


3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
4.0 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 


4.0 

3.5 
3.5 
4.0 
3.5 

3.8 
3.5 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


Dollars     Cents      Dollars      Dollars      Dollars  Dollars 


5.11 
■6.97 
6.28 
6.22 
6.47 


4.68 
•5.58 


4.96 
5/4.62 

4.69 
5/4.76 
5/4.70 

•  4.58 
4.90 

•  5.09 
4.77 

4.n 

3.67 
3.69 
2/3.89 
~  4.46 
4.31 

•  4.60 

•  3.86 


5/4.29 
~  3.67 
3.48 
3.65 
4.25 
4.43 
4.48 
4.20 
3.87 
5.08 
•  4. 58 
4.05 
4.36 
4.21 
4.73 
4.53 


5.61 
5*26 
9.01 
5*71 
4.90 


5/4.30 
4.36 

•  5.34 
4.93 
4.68 

•  5.12 

•  4.56 
5.47 


8.2 

4.95 

6.15 

8.2 

6.81 

6.96 

8.2 

6.12 

l 

6.67 

8.2 

6.06 

- 

_ 

6.67 

8.2 

6.31 

6.67 

5.4 

4.68 

_ 

5.37 

5.0 

5.33 

i 

5.79 

1*1 

A  QA 

j  «<j/ 

A  AO 

A  AA 

7.6 

4.69 

— 

— 

5.12 

3.2 

4.76 

4.37 

7.2 

4.70 

4.57 

7.8 

4.55 

— 

4.78 

6.0 

4.90) 

— 

mm. 

5.07 

7.0 

5.09 

mm. 

5.22 

6.9 

4.77 



— 

5.16 

7.2 

4.13 



— 

4.46 

7.2 

3.67 



4*06 

7.8 

3.69 





4.26 

7.2 

3.89 

— 

— 

4.08 

7.0 

4.46 

4.56 

3.72 

6/4.77 

6.5 

4.31 

4.47 

3.44 

4.61 

6.5 

4.60 

— 

— 

4.38 

7.2 

3.86 

— 

_ 

4.02 

a  on 

7.5 

3.67 

— 

— 

3.96 

7.2 

3 .48 

3.97 

7.2 

3.65 

— 

— 

4.16 

7.0 

4.25 

— 

— 

6/4.55 

6.4 

4.24 

— 

— 

4.57 

7.2 

4.12 

— 

— ■ 

4.76 

6.9 

4.20 

— *- 

4.35 

6.9 

3.87 

4.08 

7.0 

5.08 

— 

— 

5.41 

9.5 

4.58 

4.56 

7.0 

4.05 

_ 

6/4.51 

7.0 

4.15 

_ 

5/4.56 

6.4 

4.02 

mm. 

-'4.57 

7.2 

4.51 

_ 

mm, 

5.20 

7.2 

4.31 

4.83 

3.26 

6/4.96 
— 

5.5 

5.34 

_ 

5.64 

7.9 

5.26 

5.46 

7.2 

5.01 

3/5.26 

7.3 

5.35 

"  5.38 

7.3 

4.90 

5.21 

6.5 

4.51 

*  4.56 

6.5 

4.36 

4.86 

7.2 

4.98 

5.38 

7.2 

4.57 

6/5.00 

7.2 

4.32 

"5/4.69 

6.5 

4.30 

"  5.06 

7.2 

4.20 

4.70 

7.0 

5.12 

5.60 
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TABLE  7.  -  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  DECEMBER  1956 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 

fat 

diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5<#>  tact 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Exeess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°/o  test 
per  cwt. 


W .  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone.... 

Shreveport,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex.,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas  

North  Texas  , 

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  , 


Mountain: 

Central  Arizona. 


Pacific: 


Puget  Sound,  Wash.  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho. 


Pet. 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


3.8 

4.0 
4.0 


Dollars 

4.96 
5.27 
5.47 

■  6.02 
4.74 
4.78 

•  6.18 
5.93 

■  6.91 
5.48 
6.52 
S.81 


5.99 


4.71 

5.23 


Cents 

7.2 
7.3 
7.1 
7.3 
7.2 
7.2 
6.6 
7.2 
7.3 
6.0 
6.6 
7.3 


10.1 


Dollars 

4.60 
4.91 
5.11 
5.66 
4.38 
4.42 
5.85 
5.57 
6.45 
5.18 
6.19 
5.45 


5.59 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 

6/5.19 
?Jy%.06 
"  6.00 
5.75 
4.91 
4.99 
4/6/6.22 
~  6.08 
6.59 
6/5.83 
6.25 
5.79 


—  6/6.01 


7.7  4.33 
7.9  4.84 


4.87 
5.47 


3.43 
3.43 


6/4.98 
6/5.17 


*    Individual-handler  pool.    Weighted  average  of  handlers'  prices,    l/   Plants  holding  Allianoe, 

Canton,  or  Mas sill  on  permit. 
2/  Feeport  plants:    Class  I  $4.04. 
"5/  Huntington  plants. 

4*/  Austin  7.5**  and  Waco  22*54  less,  respectively. 

]5/  Include  t  seasonal  in  cent  ire  payments  under  various  Federal  Order  Markets,  December  1956: 

Columbus  55**  Cincinnati  37e* 

Dayton  42. 5**  Louisville  40ff 

Duluth-Superier  38.3^ 
6/  Negotiated  prioe  (does  not  include  bulk-tank  pickup  premiums): 
—        Detroit  $5.35  Chattanooga  $5.20 

Sioux  City  5.00  Knoxvillo  4.94 

Sioux  Falls  4.55  Central  .Arkansas  5.33 

Omaha-Lin. -C .Bluffs    5.02  Fort  Smith  5.22 

Wichita  5.11  Austin  6.55 


North  Texas 
Central  Arizona 
Puget  Sound 
Inland  Empire 


$6.23 
6.08 
5.48 
5.54 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 

TABLE  8.  —NET  PRICES  PAH)  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS,  DECEMBER  1956,  JANUARY  1957  1/ 


City 

Net  blended  price 

paid  for  3.  5% 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 

Mon  th 

Dealers'  buying 
price  for  ClassI 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Providence,  R.  I.  

Hartford-New  Haven- 
Bridgeport,  Conn  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Evansville,  Did  

Baltimore,  Md.  

Washington,  D.  C  

Richmond,  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va  

Denver,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  


6.26 


5.50 
4.13 
4.90 
3/4.85 
~  5.29 
5.43 
5.32 
4/5.08 
"  4.72 


December 

December 

December 

December 

January 

January 

January 

November 

December 

January 

January 


6.62 

6,32 
6.56 
4.52 
5.50 
6.62 
6.25 
5.53 
5.53 
5.95 
5.74 


1/   Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I  -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption 

Class  II  -  Milk  from  which  cream  is 

,  obtained  for  fluid  oonsui 

Class  111  and/or  IV  -  Milk  used  in  manufacturing 

products. 


1/ 


F.O.B.  CITY  unless  indicated 
otherwise. 
3/   Exoludes  40^  quality  premium, 
tioa.  '/   Base  prioe;  surplus  price  $2.73. 
iry 
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Table  9. -Fluid  milk  price  changes,  February  1957  1/ 


Markets  by 
geographic 
divisions 


Dealers'  buying  prices  f.o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  Q.5%  fat) 


Feb. 

1956 


Jan. 

1957 


Feb. 

1957 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


Feb. 
1956 


Jan. 

3-957 


Feb. 
1957 


NEW  ENGLAND: 
Concord.  N*H». 
Man. -Nashua-rorts . • 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass... 
Lowell-LaX'jr .  ,Mass . . 
Springfield,Mass. . . 
Worcester, Mass  

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC; 

Reading,  Pa  

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL; 
Springfield,  111. . . 

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 
Fargo-Moorhead,N.D. 

Aberdeen,  S.D  

Topeka,  Kans  

Wichita,  Kans  

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

Wheeling,  W.Va. .... 

W.  SOUTH  CiJJTRAL: 
Galveston,  Texas... 

MOUNTAIN: 

Albuquerque ,  N .M. • • 


Dollars      Dollars  Dollars 


5.81 
5.81 
5.81 
6.10 
5.81 
5.81 
5.81 


6.53 


5.99 


6.U6 
6.U6 
6.U6 

6.53 
6.H6 
6.U6 

6  .he 


6.2U 
6.2U 
6.2U 
6.31 
6.21; 
6.2U 
6.21; 


Cents 

2k 

2U 
2i|-2U| 

2k 

2jk 
23-21; 

23| 


Cents 

26-26J 
25-25i 

25i 

26 

251 


6.70 


5.99 


6.70 


5.99 


25 


25 


Cents 

25 
25 
26 

2HI-25 

25 
26 
25 


5.85 

5.95 

6.25 

2h 

2ki 

25i 

U.25 

U.25 

3/U.OO 

22 

23-21; 

23-21; 

3.50 

3.50- 

3/3.32- 

20 

20 

20 

3.6U 

3.57 

U.53 

U.66 

U.65 

20 

21 

22 

U.35 

U.U2 

U.37 

23 

23 

22 

U.8U 

U.98 

U.97 

22 

2k 

3/21 

U.U8 

5.21 

U.75 

23 

26 

26 

2$  2/26 
26  27 


1/    All  changes  effective  February  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
2/    Effective  date  not  reported. 
3/    Effective  dates: 

January  16  -  Springfield 

January  15  -  Fargo -Moo rhead 

January  26  -  Wichita 
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(Continued  from  page  11) 


In  the  West  North  Central  States,  the  average  Class  I  price  in  February  was 
$h.32  per  hundredweight.    This  was  6  cents  below  the  same  month  last  year  and 
3  cents  below  January  of  this  year.    In  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  quantity  discounts  on 
milk  in  half -gallon  glass  containers  were  instituted  in  February  for  the  first 
time.    One  of  the  major  companies  included  milk  in  quart  glass  containers  in  a 
quantity  discount  plan  and  it  is  expected  that  this  practice  may  become  general 
by  next  month.    Class  I  prices  were  down  from  7  to  18  cents  per  hundredweight  in 
Fargo -Mo or he ad,  N.D.,  but  retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged.    In  Aberdeen, 
S.D.,  Class  I  prices  were  virtually  unchanged  but  retail  prices  increased  1  cent 
per  quart.    In  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  store  prices  were  reported  1  cent  per  quart  below 
January  but  home  delivery  prices  were  unchanged.    Producer  prices  in  this  market 
are  not  currently  determined.    In  Topeka,  Kans.,  the  Class  I  price  was  6  cents 
per  hundredweight  below  January.    Home  delivered  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart 
lower  but  store  prices  remained  unchanged.    A  price  war  was  reported  in  Wichita, 
Kans.    Class  I  prices  were  virtually  unchanged  but  home  delivered  sales  were 
reported  3  cents  per  quart  lower  and  milk  was  selling  out  of  stores  from  ij.  to  5 
cents  per  quart  lower  than  in  January. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  region,  the  dealers'  average  Class  I  price  was  $6.28 
per  hundredweight.    This  was  7  cents  per  hundredweight  above  February  1956  but 
1  cent  per  hundredweight  below  January  1957.    Among  the  major  markets  in  this 
region,  the  only  change  was  in  the  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  market  where  the  Class  I 
price  was  reported  U6  cents  per  hundredweight  below  January.    Retail  prices  in 
this  market  were  reported  unchanged. 

In  the  East  South  Central  region,  the  Class  I  price  averaged  &5.20  per 
hundredweight  -  13  cents  above  February  1956  but  3  cents  below  January  1957. 
Among  the  principal  markets,  the  most  sizable  changes  from  early  January  prices 
were  a  decrease  of  12  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class  I  price  in  Nashville, 
Term.,  and  13  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class  I  price  at  Montgomery,  Ala. 
Retail  prices  in  both  of  these  markets  were  reported  unchanged. 

In  the  West  South  Central  region,  Class  I  prices  averaged  $6.00  per  hundred- 
weight -  21  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  February  of  last  year  but  1  cent 
per  hundredweight  below  January  this  year.    In  Galveston,  Texas,  home  delivered 
prices  were     up   1  cent  per  quart.    However,  Class  I  prices  in  this  market  were 
unchanged  from  January.    In  the  other  principal  markets  in  this  area,  there  were 
no  important  changes  in  buying  and  selling  prices. 

In  the  fountain  States,  Class  I  prices  averaged  $5.75  per  hundredweight  - 
18  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  February  a  year  earlier  but  2  cents  per 
hundredweight  lower  than  January  this  year.    In  the  Albuquerque,  N.  M.  market, 
Class  I  prices  were  reported  unchanged  but  prices  at  homes  and  in  stores  were 
1  cent  per  quart  higher  than  January. 

On  the  Pacific  Coast,  the  average  of  Class  I  prices  reported  was  $5.30  per 
hundredweight.    This  was  38  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  a  year  earlier 
but  unchanged  from  January  this  year.    No  price  changes  were  reported  from 
markets  in  this  region. 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  December  1956,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Dec. 

Nov. 

Dec, 

h/  Dec.  1956  as  % 

Jan. -Dec. 

Marketing  area 

1955 

1956 

1956 

Dec. 

Nov. 

1956  as  % 

1/ 

2- 

2/ 

1955 

1956 

of  1955  W 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

porn  on 4* 

"Po  T*r»  on  4" 

J.  C-i  Vv till  U 

Percent 

Ronton.  !  la1;  <? .  .  8  / 

iJVO  UUil)     1  .cio  o  •  .  w  /  ........ 

2  008 

2  113 

1  00R 

100 

95 

1  09 

Fall   R.xvpt.  Mas^  . . . 

115 

117 
-i-j- 1 

113 
xx^ 

99 

9? 

1  02 

7  fp-p-p-j  TVJQplr      Vol  1  PV.Ma^  ^  - 

-  .  V^  J.  -L.  -U 1 IV      V  O.  XXCJ   5  1  J.CIO  o  •  «  ♦ 

276 

C  1  vj 

298 

290 

105 

97 

10^ 
xup 

S"nrin^f  ield.Mass  *.l~>/..-* 

1 — '      '  X                               -X.         _1_  V*.  •  J.  lUikJ           •  • 

U31 

I468 

liM 

1  1'  |X 

102 

9h 

10^ 
xup 

WOTPP^tpT*.    Ma    <3  -  .  S  /  *        .  - 

hWI  V-/  Vw>  O  U  vl   5      1  ICigg  •  •     I    •  •  •  •  • 

296 

308 

297 

^•7  1 

100 

96 

1 03 
xu^ 

New  York.  N.Y..6/7. .  ... 

8.791 

9.069 

8.872 

101 

98 

101 

Phi  "Lad  pi nhi a.   Pa .  .   

2.039 

2  0^1 

£.  ,  vy_>  J- 

1  981 
x,  7ux 

97 

97 

101 

JL  v7JL 

A  If  Ton     Ohi  n  - 

k62 

14UL 

Jl86 

Ji5^ 

99 

9U 

1  0)i 

Stark  Ooilntv.  Ohio.  .7/.. 

268 

283 

272 

102 

96 

10h 

JL  V.-'l-JJ- 

Fort  Wavne .  Tnd. ........ 

152 

157 

153 

101 

97 

102 

3.200 

3.182 

3.1011 

97 

98 

101 

JL  W  JL 

Mi  "Lwaulcpp .  Wi  r  _  _  ~  . 

859 

892 

867 

101 

97 

10I1 

Onari  fin +.i  p«?  TIT    —  Tnwa 

230 

228 

218 

95 

96 

100 

M*i  nnpfl"nril  "i  «?      "K  -  Pa  n  1   Mi  nn 

J  Ji.XUlvClLJU  lJ.gOTJ  Oai  CXULJL.  •  1  JULllli 

1  1  )i0 

1  187 

1  161 

102 

98 

1  03 

Sioux  F alls-Mi chell,S.D. 

69 

68 

67 

96 

98 

p.pHpT*  Bani  H  s  —  TotTA  Ci"t.vTfl 

WOVi.c*..L      1LCLLJXUO     i-W  WCl  W-L  Uy  ■  In  > 

1  30 

1  39 

1  29 
■Ley 

99 

93 

1 

Dubuoup .  Towa . 

53 

102 

97 

1  ofi 

Siouy  ni  "hv.  Towa  . 

92 

86 

vj  vJ 

91 

97 

1 00 

Omaha—  Tii  npnl  n—  nonnH  1 

WHICH  Id     UXllUUXil  \jUliIIV>J-X 

P,l  nf*f*«?     IJphr*  -Tnwa 

liOli 

Jil  9 

)i00 

99 

96 

1 D3 

XUJ 

Rt .  T.oni  s 

]  llli 

J-,  J..U4 

1  122 

1  D9)i 

X,  U7I4 

98 

98 

1  01 

XwX 

O^arks  .  Mo  .  —A  T"k  .  -  7  / . . . 

203 

21^ 

106 

89 

113 

Kansas  Oitv.Mo.-Kans -7/. 

751 

785 

763 

102 

97 

10)i 

K  po  ^ho  Va"l  T  pv  » Ka  nc  .  ■J«To  -  7  / 

'  171 

187 

182 

106 

97 

106 

Wi  ohi  *ha  .  Kan  ^  -  .  7  /  *  - 

jVJ.V'IIX  I/O.  •      llCUiO  •  •  \  j  • 

2iil 

2ii9 

'■'47 

2  hi 

100 

97 

1 02 

Qnn  t.hwp^t.  Kan<3     7  / 

9)i 

102 

97 

103 

95 

568 

599 

56U 

99 

9U 

105 

Fort  Smith,  Ark.. 7/  

66 

78 

75 

113 

97 

103 

UKianoma  Cxty,0Kxa.  ._£/ . . 

310 

352 

335 

105 

95 

10c 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  0kla.7/. 

313 

336 

325 

10)4 

97 

107 

360 

390 

362 

101 

93 

103 

Paget  Sound,  Wash.. 7/... 

1,171 

1,213 

1,16U 

99 

96 

105 

26,381i 

27,261 

26,37U 

100.0 

96.2 

102.2 

1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in- 
area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales'. 
2/    Preliminary.        3/    Revised.      U/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 
Data  include  skim  items. 

Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers, 


7/ 


as 


1,000  pounds 
Neosho  Valley  10.8 
Oklahoma  City  8.2 
Puget  Sound  33.0 
Stark  County  3.8 

8/    1956  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  Nov.1,1956. 


f o llows : 
Kansas  City 
Wichita 
Fort  Smith 


23.5 
k.h 
3.U 


Ozarks 

Southwest  Kans. 
Tulsa-Muskogee 


3.2 

3.3 
2.8 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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SALES  CF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  DECEMBER  1956,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


December  whole  milk  sales  show  substantial  decline 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  December  1956  in  31  Federal 
Order  markets  were  down  fractionally  from  December  1955,  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  reported  today.    The  December  average  dropped  sharply 
from  October  and  November  1956  when  whole  milk  sales  exceeded  a  year  earlier 
by  k  and  3  percent  respectively.    Sixteen  of  the  31  markets 'with  data  on  in- 
area  sales  available  showed  increases  of  from  1  to  6  percent  over  a  year 
earlier,  with  the  exception  of  the  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.  market,  which  showed  a 
13  percent  increase.    In  the  12  markets  showing  decreases,  sales  were  down 
as  much  as  9  percent  from  December  1955.    In  the  other  3  markets,  December 
1956  whole  milk  sales  were  practically  unchanged  from  a  year  earlier. 
Seasonally,  December  1956  sales  declined  3*8  percent  from  November  with  all 
31  markets  recording  decreases.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  whole  milk 
sold  in  all  31  markets  during  December  1956  was  3.56  percent  as  compared 
with  3.5S  percent  in  December  1955  and  3.57  percent  in  November  1956. 

In  the  New  York  City  market,  average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during 
December  1956  were  1  percent  above  the  comparable  month  in  1955  bat  2  per- 
cent below  November  1956.    In  the  other  30  Federal  Order  markets  with  in- 
area  data,  average  daily  sales  were  0.5  percent  below  the  December  1955 
average  and  3.8  percent  below  November  1956. 

Half-and-half  sales  in  December  show  sharp  seasonal  upturn 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly 
known  as  half-and-half)  during  December  1956  ±0.  25  of  the  31  Federal  Order 
markets  (all  5  Mass.  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  U.5  percent 
above  December  1955.    Fifteen  of  the  25  markets  reported  half-and-half  sales 
above  December  1955  with  7  of  the  15  markets  showing  increases  of  13  percent 
or  more.    In  the  10  markets  reporting  lower  half-and-half  sales,  the  decreases 
were  not  quite  as  marked,  ranging  from  2  to  11  percent.    Seasonally,  half-and- 
half  sales  were  up  26.5  percent  from  November  1956,  a  smaller  gain  than  has 
been  shown  in  the  last  2  years.    In  23  of  the  25  markets,  December  1956  half- 
and-half  sales  exceeded  the  previous  month.    In  the  Cedar  Rapids  -  Iowa  City, 
Iowa  marketing  area,  sales  were  practically  unchanged  from  the  previous  month 
but  in  the  Southwest  Kansas  marketing  area  decreased  2  percent.    The  average 
milk  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during  December  1956  was  10.7  per- 
cent as  compared  to  11.1  percent  in  December  a  year  earlier  and  11.3  percent 
in  November  1956. 

Fluid  cream  sales  continue  below  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  products  in  the  26  Federal 
Order  markets  with  data  on  in-area  sales  segregated  (U  Mass.  markets  and  New 
York  City  excluded)  during  December  1956  were  7.0  percent  below  December  1955 
and  1.1  percent  below  November  1956.    Twenty-one  of  the  26  markets  showed 

(Continued  on  page  22) 
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Table  11. -Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  December  1956,  with  comparisons  2/  2/ 


Marketing  area 


Dec. 
1955 
JtL. 


Nov. 

1956 


Dec. 

1956 

-3L. 


$J  Dec.  1956  as 


Dec. 

1955 


Nov. 

1956 


Jan. -Dec. 

1956  as  % 
of  1955  5/ 


Boston,  Mass.. 6/  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.. 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio .... 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  , 

Quad  Cities, 111. -Iowa... 
Minneapo lis -St. Paul ,Minr 
Sioux  Falls -Mitchell, S.I 
Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City^Cc 

Dubuque,  Iowa.  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 
Bluff  s,  II  ebr. -Iowa. . . 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Kansas  City ,  Mo . -Kans . . , 
Neosho  Valley, Kans. -Mo. . 

Wichita,  Kansas  

Southwest  Kansas  

Louisville,  Ky  

Fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla... 
Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.... 
San  Antonio,  Texas. . . . 
Puget  Sound,  Wash  


1,000 
pounds 
56.6 
k.h 
6.5 
116.3 
55.9 
18.  h 
13.1 
2U7.0 
63.9 
35.3 
73.9 
7.7 
21.3 
5.6 
8.9 

U3.5 
98.5 
23.O 
51.6 
11.9 
15.0 

2.5 
U9.9 

6.5 
25.8 
2U.8 
31.U 
88.5 


1,000 
pounds- 
68.2 
5.0 
10.1 
127.0 
62.6 
2U.3 
13.1 
255.0 
78.  h 
12. 1 
89.9 
8.7 
2J4.8 

8.5 
11.2 

U9.lt 
11U.6 

2h.  5 
57.1 
UU.0 
15.7 
2.8 

5U.5 
7.0 

31.3 

26.1 
38.  h 


1,000 
po  iqnds 
62.0 
k.h 
9.1 
115.2 
56.6 
22.0 
12.1 
233.U 
73.3 
1*6.1 
86.5 
8.7 
22.  U 
7.5 
10.9 

U5.7 
106. 6 
22.0 
53«U 
12.6 

m.6 
2.8 

51.1 
6.3 

28.6 
2I4.I 
33.9 
85.7 


Percent  Percent 


109 
100 
139 
99 
101 
120 
92 
95 
115 
ill* 
117 
112 

105 
132 
122 

10S 

108 

96 

10I* 
106 

97 
110 
102 

98 
111 

97 
108 

97 


91 
87 
89 
91 
90 
90 
92 
92 
93 
95 
96 
100 

90 

88 
97 

92 

93 
90 

93 

90 
93 
97 
9h 
90 
91 
92 
88 
95 


Total  5/. 


1,207.7  1,35U.U  1,251.7 


103.6 


92.  U 


Percent 

102 
99 

112 

100 

105 

106 
97 
95 

109 

113 
i*/106 
"  ill* 

ill 

138 

118 

101* 
108 
102 
100 

115 
10k 

9h 
101 

95 
110 
102 
112 
101 


102.7 


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in- 
area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and 
cultured  specialties,  and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

Ti/    Revised.      5/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

5/    1956  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  11/1/56. 
Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division, 
from  reoorts  of  Market  Administrators. 
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(Continued  from  page  17) 

decreases  of  as  much  as  16  percent  from  the  December  1955  level.    Sales  were  un- 
changed from  a  year  earlier  in  1  market  and  higher  in  the  other  U.    The  average 
test  Of  fluid  cream  sold  during  December  1956  was  23.5  percent  compared  with  23.3 
percent  in  December  a  year  earlier  and  23.7  percent  in  November  1956. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  fluid  cream  sales  in  December  1956 
were  1.2  percent  above  December  the  previous  year  and  8.2  percent  above  November 
1956.    Combined  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (not  shown  in 
Table  12)  during  December  1956  in  the  26  markets  other  than  New  York  City  were  2.U 
percent  below  December  1955  but  9.2  percent  above  the  November  1956  average. 

Fluid  skim  sales  decline  sharply  but  still  hold  above  December  1955 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  December  1956  in  28  Federal 
Order  markets  were  3.6  percent  above  December  1955  but  7.6  percent  below  November 
1956.    Nineteen  of  the  28  markets  showed  higher  sales  of  skim  products  than  a  year 
earlier,  with  increases  of  10  percent  or  more  in  10  of  these  markets.    Of  the  re- 
maining 9  markets,  8  showed  decreases  of  from  1  to  8  percent  and  in  the  Fall  River, 
Mass.  market,  equaled  December  a  year  earlier.    Seasonally,  sales  of  skim  products 
were  down  in  27  of  the  28  markets  and  equal  to  November  1956  in  the  Sioux  Falls- 
Mitchell,  S.D.  marketing  area.    In  the  27  markets,  decreases  were  substantial 
ranging  from  3  to  12  percent.    Nine  maxtkets  showed  decreases  of  10  percent  or  more. 
The  average  milkfat  content  of  skim  products  sold  in  these  28  markets  was  1.U5  per- 
cent, slightly  below  the  December  1955  average  of  1.U7  percent  and  1.50  percent  in 
November  1956. 

December  whole  milk  receipts  show  seasonal  upturn 

Average  daily  receipts  of  producer  milk  in  5U  Federal  Order  market  pools  in 
December  1956  were  5.1  percent  above  December  1955  and  U.O  percent  above  November 
1956.    Producers  shipping  to  these  markets  numbered  around  172, U00,  down  about 
h  percent  or  almost  7*300  from  the  December  1955  total.    Receipts  per  producer  in 
December  1956  averaged  U5l  pounds  per  day,  39  pounds  or  9.7  percent    above  December 
a  year  earlier,  and  up  19  pounds  or  U.U  percent  from  the  November  1956  average. 
Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  December  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  52  of  the 
5U  markets.    The  average  test  of  milk  received  at  these  markets  in  December  was 
3.81  percent,  down  from  the  December  1955  average  of  3.85  percent. 

January  milk  production  above  last  year 

Production  of  milk  on  farms  during  January  1957  is  estimated  at  9*697  million 
pounds,  1  percent  above  last  year  and  15  percent  above  the  19U6-55  January  average. 
A  record  high  rate  of  feeding  of  grains  and  concentrates  contributed  to  heavy  milk 
flow,  more  than  offsetting  the  effects  of  below  normal  temperatures  and  adverse 
weather  that  prevailed  during  January  across  much  of  the  country.    Relative  to 
population,  January  milk  production  averaged  1.8U  pounds  per  person  per  day  com- 
pared with  the  10-year  average  of  1.79  pounds  for  the  month. 
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f  Class  I  prices  advanced  in  1956 

The  milk  dealers  1  weighted  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  during  1956 
f  in  156  markets  was  &5.3U  per  hundredweight.    This  was  15  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  1955  and  the  fifth  highest  average  of  record.    The  1956  figure  was  at  about 
the  same  level  as  the  5-year  (1950-5H)  average.    By  months,  the  Class  I  price  in 
1956  was  above  a  year  earlier  except  in  March  when  it  was  1  cent  below  March  1955 
and  in  April  when  it  equaled  the  April  1955  price.    In  the  other  months,  increases 
ranged  up  as  much  as  27  cents  per  hundredweight  above  a  year  earlier  in  both  June 
and  July.    Seasonally,  the  average  Class  I  buying  price  in  1956  ranged  from  $5.01 
per  hundredweight  in  April  to  #5.63  in  November,  a  62-cent  difference  which  is 
about  the  usual  variation  in  recent  years  between  the  high  and  low  months. 

By  regions,  1956  Class  I  prices  ranged  from  ftU.i^S  per  hundredweight  in  both 
the  East  and  West  North  Central  regions  to  #6.2h  per  hundredweight  in  the  South 
Atlantic  States.    In  other  regions,  annual  Class  I  price  averages  were:  New 
England,  $5.93  per  hundredweight ;  Middle  Atlantic,  $5.81;  West  South  Central, 
$5,785  Mountain,  $5.68,  and  in  the  Pacific  region,  $5.05  per  hundredweight.  In 
8  of  the  9  regions,  dealers'  Class  I  prices  in  1956  averaged  higher  than  in  1955* 
1  The  increases  ranged  from  3  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  States 
I  to  33  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  East  North  Central  region.    The  only  region 
failing  to  show  an  increase  in  1956  was  the  New  England  area  where  prices  averaged 
the  same  as  in  1955.    By  regions,  the  seasonal  variation  of  Class  I  prices  ranged 
from  19  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Mountain  States  to  &1.U6  per  hundredweight 
!  in  the  Hew  England  area. 

Home  delivered  prices  increased  sharply  in  1956 

The  average  retail  price  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  25 
major  cities  during  1956  was  2h  cents  per  quart  -  the  highest  in  37  years  of 
record,  exceeding  the  1952  previous  high  by  0.8  cent.    The  1956  average  was  1 
cent  per  quart  higher  than  1955  and  1.9  cents  higher  than  the  5-year  (1950-5U) 
average.    In  the  first  3  months,  the  average  was  0.I4  cent  per  quart  higher  than 
:  in  1955  and  increased  steadily  until  August  when  the  difference  was  1.5  cents  per 
1  quart.    In  the  last  3  months  of  1956  the  average  was  1.1  cents  per  quart  higher 
than  in  1955. 

By  markets,  the  average  annual  price  in  1956  was  higher  than  1955  in  all 
;  markets  with  the  exception  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  which  was  unchanged,  and  New 
Orleans,  La.,  which  showed  a  decrease  of  0.3  cent  per  quart. 

Seasonally,  prices  of  home -delivered  milk  in  December  1956  were  higher  than 
January  1956  in  all  markets  except  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  New 
Orleans,  La.,  which  were  at  the  same  level.    Increases  from  January  to  December 
ranged  from  1  cent  per  quart  in  9  markets  to  2\  cents  per  quart  in  2  markets, 
Boston,  Mass.  and  Detroit,  Mich.    In  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
Louisville,  Ky.,  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  the  increase  was  2  cents 
1  per  quart.    Five  markets  showed  an  increase  of  1-g-  cents  per  quart  -  Pittsburgh, 
i  Minneapolis,  Seattle,  San  Francisco,  and  Los  Angeles.    Hartford,  Conn,  reported 
a  -ir-cent  per  quart  increase. 

(Continued  on  page  26) 
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Table  lit. -Dealers 1  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk  1/ 
(Per  hundredweight  -  3.5^  fatj  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


United  States  by  months,  1950-56 


Year 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar* 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Av. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

lypo 

U.91 

)  fio 

U.03 

U.p3 

Ii  ),o 

u.uy 

).  AA 

),  fin 

),  QA 

)i  AA 
U.  oo 

1951 

5.37 

5.U5 

5.U6 

5.38 

5.27 

5.2U 

5.39 

5.50 

5.56 

5.67 

5.77 

5.80 

5.L9 

1952 

5.80 

5.85 

5.79 

5.60 

5.U7 

5.UU 

5.62 

5.7U 

5.89 

5.99 

6.03 

5.93 

5.76 

1953 

5.76 

5.65 

5.5U 

5.27 

5.12 

5.io 

5.26 

5.36 

5.U8 

5.55 

5.60 

5.51 

5.U3 

195U 

5.37 

5.26 

5.20 

U.96 

U.79 

U.78 

U.99 

5.10 

5.25 

5.35 

5.38 

5.32 

5.15 

1955 

5.25 

5.21 

5.15 

5.01 

U.92 

U.93 

5.06 

5.19 

5.32 

5.U2 

5.U2 

5.39 

5.19 

1956  2/ 

5.32 

5.29 

5. Hi 

5.01 

5.17 

5.19 

5.33 

5.36 

5.U6 

5.55 

5.63 

5.62 

5.3U 

By  regions,  1950-56 


Year 

New 
England 

Middle 
Atlantic 

E.  N. 

Central 

W.  N. 

Central 

South 
'Atlantic 

E.  S. 

Central 

w.  s. 

Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 

U.S. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

1950 

5.58 

5.U5 

3.95 

k.ok 

5.82 

U.89 

5.27 

h.99 

U.U3 

U. 86 

1951 

6.05 

6.07 

U.70 

h.67 

6.2U 

5.51 

5.99 

5.35 

5.07 

5.U9 

1952 

6.18 

6.10 

5.02 

5. lit 

6.39 

5.86 

6.50 

5.83 

5.66 

5.76 

1953 

5.72 

5*90 

U.U7 

U.63 

6.U0 

5.37 

6.00 

5.76 

5.U3 

195U 

5.69 

5*77 

U.07 

U.21 

6.23 

U.99 

5.51 

5.5U 

U.91 

5.15 

1955 

5.93 

5.81 

U.13 

U.20 

6.15 

5.02 

5.66 

5.U9 

U.87 

5.19 

1956  2/ 

5.93 

5»8U 

U.U6 

U.U6 

6.2U 

5.15 

5.78 

5.68 

5.05 

5.3^ 

Regions  by  months,  1956  2/ 


Region 

Jan. 

beb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Av. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol.- 

Dol. 

N.  E. . . . 

5.99 

5.9U 

5.71 

5.38 

5.15 

5.15 

5.92 

6.07 

6.13 

6.U6 

6.61 

6.61 

5.93 

M.  A.... 

5.96 

5.97 

5.71 

5.U0 

5.U0 

5.U5 

5.79 

5.87 

5.9U 

6.08 

6.2U 

6.30 

5.8U 

E.  N.  C. 

lj.32 

U.20 

U.07 

U.10 

U.57 

U.59 

U.53 

U.52 

U.60 

U.70 

U.72 

U.66 

U.U6 

W.  N.  C. 

U.39 

h.38 

U.3U 

u.m 

U.U9 

U.56 

U.61 

U.56 

U.60 

U.56 

U.52 

U.UO 

U.U6 

S.  A  

6.23 

6.21 

6.22 

6.12 

6.1U 

6.15 

6.2U 

6.28 

6.28 

6.32 

6.31 

6.31 

6.2U 

E.  S.  C. 

5.10 

5.07 

U.92 

U.89 

5.23 

5.2U 

5.11 

5.10 

5.25 

5.28 

5.29 

5.26 

5.15 

w.  S.  c. 

5.79 

5.79 

5.U5 

5.U2 

5.78 

5.7U 

5.7U 

5.72 

5.76 

5.8U 

6.11 

6.19 

5.78 

Mount . . . 

5.58 

5.57 

5.61 

5.60 

5.66 

5.7U 

5.70 

5.70 

5.75 

5.75 

5.75 

5.76 

5.68 

U.91 

U.92 

U.92 

U.92 

U.?U 

ltt?U 

U.9U 

U.9U 

5.26 

5.29 

5.29 

5.29 

5*05 

U.S. '56. 

5.32 

5.29 

5.H+ 

5.01 

5.17 

5.19 

5.33 

5.36 

5.U6 

5.55 

5.63 

5.62 

5.3U 

u.s. '55. 

5.25 

5.21 

5.15 

5.01 

U.92 

U.93 

5.06 

5.19 

5.32 

5.U2 

5.b2 

5.39 

5.19 

U.S.  Av. 

5 -year 

'5o-«5U. 

5.UU 

5.U2 

5.36 

5.17 

5.0U 

5.01 

5.18 

5.30 

5.U3 

5.5U 

5.60 

5.56 

5.3U 

U.S.  Av. 

10-year 

•U5-'5U 

5.08 

5.oU 

U.99 

U.85 

U.7U 

U.76 

U.96 

5.08 

5.17 

5.27 

5.32 

5.30 

5.0U 

1/  lii  a  number  of  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  cream  are  the  same.  The  prices 
shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and  including  the  10th  of  the  month. 


2/  Preliminary. 
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Table  15. -Average  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  per  single  quart  delivered 

to  homes  in  25  cities  1/ 


United  States  by  months,  1950-56 


Year 

v  3X1  • 

Wot* 

may 

June 

Ul/  Is* 

Nov. 

A-rr 
nV  • 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Ct3. 

Cts. 

1950 

19.9 

19.9 

19.7 

"19.3 

19.2 

19.2 

19.  k 

19.7 

2Q.0 

20.7 

20.9 

19.9 

1951 

21.3 

21.6 

21.7 

21.7 

21.7 

21.8 

21.9 

22.1 

22.2 

22.1* 

22.6 

22.8 

22.0 

1952 

* 

23.0 

23.1 

23.2 

23.0 

22.8 

22.8 

23.0 

23.1 

23.U 

23.6 

23.7 

23.7 

23.2 

1953 

•K- 

23.  U 

23.3 

23.1 

22.8 

22.7 

22.5 

22.8 

23.0 

23*0 

23.2 

23.2 

23.2 

23.0 

195U 

* 

23.1 

22.9 

22.8 

22.5 

22.2 

22.0 

22.2 

22.6 

22.8 

23.0 

23.1 

23.1 

22.7 

1955 

23.0 

23.0 

23.0 

22.6 

22.6 

22.6 

22.7 

22.8 

23.2 

23.U 

23.5 

23.6 

23.0 

1956 

*' 

23.U 

23. U 

23.  h 

23.3 

23.8 

23.8 

21*. 2 

2U.3 

2lu$ 

2U.5 

2l*.6 

2U.7 

2l*.0 

By  cities,  191*7-56 


City 

^191*7 

lgl*B 

ism 

1950 

1951 

1952 

1953 

195U 

1955 

1956 

P  +  o 
b  OS  . 

U  05  . 

OT/S  • 

Pf  c 
O  oS  . 

P  +  o 

o  os  • 

P  +  e 

I  ,.  OS  : 

P  +  c 
O  OS  o 

P  +  <5 
\j  OS  o 

P  +  CT 

OX'S  . 

20.2 

22.6 

22.2 

21.6 

23.0 

23.9 

23.1 

23.6 

21*.  3 

2l*.7 

20.2 

22.1 

22.7 

21.1 

23.8 

21*. 5 

21*. 2 

21*. 2 

21*.  8 

25.5 

21.1 

2l*.0 

23.0 

20.9 

21*.  0 

2U.1* 

25.0 

25.  h 

25.8 

25.9 

Phi  1  Afipl  nhi  a  Pa 

1  T9  1 

20.8 

?0  1 

-vol 

?1  ^ 
<-j> .? 

19.7 

20.8 

20.9 

20.0 

22.1 

23.6 

2U.6 

21*.  6 

21*.6 

2l*.8 

pvpI  and .  OVii  ct . 

17.7 

20.2 

17.8 

17  8 

20.8 

22.0 

19  9 

20.1 

20.1* 

?2  1 

L-  I—  *  X 

17.9 

20.0 

18.7 

18.9 

21.2 

22.6 

21.8 

21.2 

22.0 

22.2 

21.0 

22.5 

21.1 

21.3 

23.6 

25.3 

25.0 

25.0 

25.9 

26.9 

18.3 

20.0 

18.8 

18.5 

21.5 

22.6 

22.1 

21.1* 

22.0 

2l*.0 

16.8 

19.  k 

17.0 

16.6 

19.2 

21.1 

21.0 

19.6 

20.2 

21.2 

17.  U 

18.9 

17.1 

16.5 

18.8 

20.2 

20.1 

19.0 

19.8 

22.0 

18.0 

20.1 

18.6 

18.7 

21.2 

22.5 

21.2 

21.2 

22.2 

23.3 

17.5 

19*3 

18.8 

18.7 

20.3 

21.1* 

21.1 

20.3 

19.6 

21.1* 

19.0 

20.7 

20.6 

20.6 

22.7 

23.5 

23.9 

23.6 

23.7 

21*.  1 

19.8 

20.8 

20.2 

20.8 

22.7 

23.7 

2U.2 

21*.5 

25.5 

22.3 

25.8 

25.2 

2U.7 

26.0 

26.0 

26.9 

27.0 

27.0 

27.0 

19.8 

21.7 

20.8 

21.2 

23.3 

21*.6 

23.8 

22.8 

23.0 

21*. 3 

20.6 

22.  1* 

22.5 

23.1 

21*.  1 

25.1 

26.2 

26.5 

26.8 

26.5 

19.2 

21.5 

21.2 

20.3 

23.0 

25.2 

21*. 2 

23.9 

2U.0 

25.8 

18.2 

19.5 

20.0 

20.2 

22.1 

23.2 

2lu0 

2luO 

2U.0 

21*.7 

17.1 

18.5 

19.0 

18.8 

20.2 

21.7 

21.1* 

21.0 

21.3 

22.2 

19.3 

20.0 

18.6 

16.1* 

20.3 

22.0 

20.9 

20.8 

21.6 

23.1 

17.8 

19.6 

20.0 

19.6 

21.9 

22.0 

22.0 

21.7 

21.8 

23.7 

18.7 

20.2 

19.8 

19.1 

20.7 

22.6 

22.6 

21.6 

21.5 

22.0 

18.3 

19.9 

19.9 

19.0 

20.7 

22.6 

22.8 

21.5 

21.5 

22.3 

Average  .*  

19.0 

20.9 

20.2 

19.9 

22.0 

23.2 

23.0 

22.7 

23.0 

2l*.0 

1/  "Standard  grade"  is  the  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors.     The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 

*  Revised. 
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Table  16  -Prevailing  price  of  standard  grade  milk.- per  single  quart 
delivered  to  homes  in  25  cities  l/ 


Cities 

by  months,  1956 

City 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

Av.. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Cts. 

Boston,  Mass  

Hartford,  Conn  

New  York,  N.T  

Philadelphia,  Pa... 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cleveland,  Ohio .... 
Indianapolis,  Ind.. 
Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Minneapolis,  Minn.. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.... 

Omaha,  Nebr  

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D . C . . . . 
Jacksonville,  Fla.. 

Louisville,  Ky  

New  Orleans,  La.... 

Dallas ,  Texas  

Denver,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,Utah 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Ore  

San  Francisco, Calif 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Average  1956""". . . . . 

Average  1955*  

5-yr.  av.  1950-5U. 


2h- 

2k- 

234- 

23- 

224- 

22|- 

2U4- 

25- 

25- 

26- 

264- 

264- 

2U.7 

2U| 
25f 

2k\ 
2k% 
25| 

2k 

234 

23 

23 

25 

254 

254 

264 

27 

27 

2k\ 

25-1 

25 

25 

25 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26 

25.5 

25-! 

25 

25 

25 

254 

26 

26 

264 

274 

274 

2^9 

2k 

2k 

2k 

23 

23 

23 

2k 

"k 

2k 

25 

25 

25 

2U.0 

25 

25 

25 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

254 

254 

254 

264 

2U.8 

22 

22 

21 

21 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

23 

23 

23 

22.1 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

23 

23 

23 

22.2 

25- 

274 

25- 

25- 

25- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26- 

26.9 

27* 

274 
22| 

274 

284 
2k 

284 

284 

284 
2k 

284 

284 

284 

284 

22| 

22| 

2k 

2k 

2k 

25 

25 

25 

25 

2U.0 

20 

20 

20 

20 

22 

21 

*21 

#22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

21.2 

;-2i 

;"21 

#21 

*21 

#22 

224 

224 

224 

224 

224 

224 

224 

22.0 

23 

23 

23 

23 

2h 

2k 

2k 

2k 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23.3 

21 

21 

21 

21 

21 

21 

21 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

21.U 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2U 

2k 

2k 

25 

2U.1 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26  . 

25.5 

27 

27 

27 

27 

27 

27 

27 

21 

27 

27 

27 

27 

27.0 

23 

23 

23 

23 

2$ 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25  J 

2U.3 

264 

264 

264 

w2 

264 

264 

2 

264 

2 

;:"264 

2 

264 

264 

2 

264 

2 

264 

2 

264  i 

26.5 

25 

25 

25 

2k 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26 

26 

27 

27  \ 

25.8 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2k 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

0 f 
25 

25 

25 

2U.7 

21 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

22 

23 

23 

23 

23 

22.2 

224 

224 

224 

224 

23 

23 

23 

23 

23 

2k 

2k 

2k 

23.1 

23 

23 

23 

23 

2k 

2k 

2k 

2U 

21* 

2k 

2k 

2k 

23.7 

214 
214 

21| 
214 

214 

21| 
214 

214 

21| 
224 

21| 

2l| 
224 

23 

23 

23 

23 

22.0 

214 

22-4 

22| 

23 

23 

23 

23 

22.3 

23.U 

23.  k 

23.  k 

23.3 

23-8 

23.8 

2U.2 

2U.3 

2U.5 

2U.5 

2U.6 

2U.7 

2U.0 

23.0 

23.0 

23.0 

22.6 

22.6 

22.6 

22.7 

22.8 

23.2 

23.U 

23.5 

23.6 

23. a 

22.2 

22.2 

22.1 

21.8 

21.7 

21.6 

21.8 

22.1 

22.3 

22.6 

22.7 

22.7 

22.1 

1/  "Standard  grade"  is  the  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors.  The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 

#  Revised. 

(Continued  from  page  23) 
Sales  of  whole  and  skim  milk  products  show  increase 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  whole  milk  during  1956  in  31  Federal  Order  markets  with  data  on 
in-area  sales  available  were  2.2  percent  above  1955.    This  compares  with  an  increase  of  ktk  per- 
cent for  a  similar  group  of  markets  in  1955  over  195U.    In  the  first  6  months  of  1956  whole  milk 
sales  showed  substantial  increases  over  1955  but  sales  in  July,  A.ugust,  and  September  barely 
exceeded  the  level  of  a  year  earlier.    In  October  and  November  whole  milk  sales  were  again  well 
above  the  comparable  months  a  year  earlier  but  declined  to  the  1955  level  in  December.    All  31 
markets  showed  increased  sales  of  whole  milk  during  1956  with  increases  ranging  from  1  to  8 
percent. 

Average  daily  sales  of  skim  milk  items  during  1956  in  the  28  Federal  Order  markets  were  2.7 
percent  above  the  previous  year.    This  represents   a  sharp  decline  from  the  rate  of  increase 
shown  in  1955  when  sales  of  skim  milk  products  for  a  similar  group  of  markets  exceeded  195U  by 


(Continued  on  page  27) 
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(Continued  from  page  26) 

over  10  percent.    The  seasonal  pattern  of  skim  sales  during  1956  generally- 
followed  the  same  pattern  shown  by  the  whole  milk  sales.    By  markets,  sales  of 
skim  products  in  1956  as  compared  with  1955  were  somewhat  more  varied  than  sales 
of  whole  milk.    Five  markets  showed  decreases  from  a  year  earlier  ranging  from  1 
to  6  percent.    In  2  markets,  skim  sales  were  practically  unchanged  from  the 
previous  year.    However,  in  the  other  21  markets,  sales  of  skim. products  in  1956 
increased  over  a  year  earlier  with  9  markets  reporting  increases  of  10  percent  or 
more. 

Sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  substantially  higher,  fluid  cream  lo;rer 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk-and-cream  mixtures  (commonly  known  as 
half  and  half)  during  1956  in  25  Federal  Order  markets  (Massachusetts  and  New 
York  City  markets  excluded)  were  9  percent  higher  than  in  1955.    This  continues 
the  sharp  upturn  in  half-and-half  sales  shown  in  1955*  when  sales  were  lU  percent 
above  the  previous  year.    Of  the^25  markets  with  data  on  half-and-half  sales 
available  on  an  in-area  basis  in  1956,  20  showed  increases.    In  three  markets 
half-and-half  sales  decreased  from  1  to  6  percent  and  were  unchanged  from  a  year 
ago  in  2  markets.    Several  markets  with  higher  sales  in  1956  showed  marked 
increases  ranging  up  as  high  as  5l  percent  in  the  Philadelphia,  Pa.  market. 

Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  products  during  1956  in  26 
Federal  Order  markets  (Boston,  Merrimack  Valley,  Springfield  and  Worcester,  Mass. 
and  New  York  City  excluded)  decreased  3.6  percent  from  1955.    This  is  about  the 
same  rate  of  decrease  as  shown  in  1955.    Sales  of  fluid  cream  in  1956  were  below 
1955  in  20  of  the  2$  markets  with  decreases  ranging  from  1  to  lit  percent.  In 
the  Philadelphia,  Pa.  market,  fluid  cream  sales  in  1956  were  unchanged  from  a 
year  earlier.    Among  the  5  markets  reporting  increased  sales,  gains  ranged  from 
1  to  9  percent.    In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  sales  of  fluid  cream 
products  in  1956  were  1.2  percent  above  the  previous  year. 

Whole  milk  receipts  continue  to  increase 

Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  in  53  Federal  Order  markets 
in  1956  were  h.2  percent  above  1955.    This  compares  with  an  increase  of  3»7  per- 
cent in  1955  over  195U  in  the  same  markets.    Increases  were  general,  with  all 
but  four  of  these  markets  showing  larger  receipts  in  1956  than  in  1955.  During 
1956,  more  than  173*000  producers  shipped  milk  to  the  53  Federal  Order  markets. 
This  represented  a  drop  of  about  8,000  or  H.3  percent  from  the  1955  total  and 
was  13,000  or  6.9  percent  below  the  195U  number. 

Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  53  markets  averaged  Ij68  pounds  during 
1956.    This  was  9.1  percent  or  39  pounds  above  the  1955  average.    Average  daily 
shipments  per  producer  during  1956  were  larger  than  1955  in  all  markets. 
Increases  generally  ranged  from  3  to  19  percent  with  the  exception  of  the 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul  market  which  showed  a  33  percent  increase.    Of  the  53 
markets,  32  reported  increases  of  10  percent  or  more  in  receipts  per  producer. 
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Table  17. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk,  skim  milk,  and  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  in 
certain  Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  195H-56  1/ 


Whole  milk 

Skim  milk 

items  2/ 

Marketing  area 

195U 

1955 

i/y 

1956 

1956 
as  %  of 
1955  6/ 

195U 

V 

1955 
W 

1956 

1956 
as  %  of 
1955  6/ 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 

pounds  Percent 

New  England: 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic; 

New  York,  N.Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities, 111. -Iowa  

U.  North  Central: 

Minneapolis-St.Paul,Minn. . 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell, S. D. . 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City, la. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha -Line o In -C o unc il 
Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley, Kans. -Mo.... 

Wichita,  Kans  

Southwest  Kans  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Pacific : 


Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total  (31  markets)  

Total  (28  markets)  11/ . 


1,910 
111 

263 
381* 
271 

2/8,581* 
1,950 

N.A. 
N.A. 

136 
2,850 
777 
207 

1,0U3 
59 
118 
U6 
76 

359 
1,013 
162 
686 
162 
215 
N.A. 

U95 

62 
288 
269 
3h9 

1,05U 


1,9  (i 

2,009 

102 

113 

115 

102 

275 

289 

105 

1*07 

8M6 

8/105 

281 

8/301  8/103 

9/8.826 

2/8,911* 

101 

1,97U 

1,986 

101 

l.i.  i 

U63 

101; 

( 

268 

Ji*  ! 

11*9 

102 

3,0^2 

3,079 
856 

101 

Ode. 

10l* 

<l-L0 

218 

100 

1,103 

1     1  O  Q 

l,13o 

103 

65 

66 

102 

125 

128 

103 

51 

53 

106 

83 

83 

100 

386 

397 

103 

1,069 

1,085 

101 

19k 

219 

113 

(xl 

Th2 

101; 

165 

171; 

106 

23k 

238 

102 

90 

92 

102 

538 

563 

105 

70 

72 

103 

302 

326 

108 

293 

313 

107 

363 

373 

103 

1,109 

1,167 

105 

60.8 

k.9 
8.3 
18.8 
8.7 

N.A. 

119.9 

N.A 
N.A. 
11.1 
2U8.1 
59.8 
32.3 

76.U 
5.5 

18.6 
3.2 
9.2 

1*2.1* 
81.2 
13.6 
57.7 
11.3 
16.5 
N.A. 


50.3 

7.1 
26.1 
25.1; 
30.2 


66.0 
5.3 
9.1* 
18.8 
9.8 

N.A. 

129.7 

57.0 
19.1 
13.5 
271.7 
69.6 
35.1 

88.9 
7.5 
21.7 

5.0 

1*6.1; 
102.5 
23.9 
56.9 
11.8 
15.8 
2.9 


53.0 

7.1; 
27.U 

25.8 
32.5 


67.6  102 
5.2  99 
7/8.9  7/112 


100 

105 
106 
97 
95 
109 
113 

106 
111; 
111 
138 
118 

101* 
108 
102 
100 
115 
101* 
9k 


V 

N.A. 

130.2 

60.1 
20.3 
13.2 
257.1 

76.0 
39.8 

9U.3 
8.6 

21*. 1 
6.9 

11.1 

1*8.1* 
110.9 
21*. 3 
57.1 
13.5 
16.1* 
2.7 


53.1;  101 


7.1 
30.1 
26.1* 
36.2 


25, 7W*      26,322  102.2 


93.6^   93.6  1Q/  9k. k 
-I.308.8 -1.3Uli.3 


95 
110 
102 
112 

101 


rlO/ 


23,899       2l*,950     25,1*99     102. 210/1,113. 5~1,229. 8-1,261.2  102.6 


102.7 


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  reported  data 
include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales 0 

2/    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and  cultured  specialties, 
and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

2/  Excludes  producer-handlers  sales  estimated  as  follows,  in  thousand  pounds:  Fort  Smith,  3.1iJ 
Kansas  City,  23. 5j  Neosho  Valley,  10.8;  Oklahoma  City,  8.2;  Ozarks,  3.2;  Puget  Sound,  33.0;  South- 
west Kansas,  3.3;  Stark  County,  3.8;  Tulsa-Muskogee,  2.8;  Wichita,  l*.l*.    k/  Revised. 

5_/    Preliminary.    6/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

7/    Yogurt  excluded  from  1956;  percentage  change  based  on  comparable  figure  for  1955. 
"a/    Skim  items  and  mixtures  included  with  whole  milk;  percentage  change  for  whole  milk  based  on 
comparable  figure  for  19,55 . 

9/    Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  whole  milk. 
10/    Excludes  Springfield  and  Worcester.    11/    Excludes  Akron,  Stark  County,  and  Southwest  Kansas 0 
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Table  18. -Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and 
fluid  cream  in  certain  Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  1951+ -56  1/ 


Marketing  area 

1951+ 

1955 

1956 

y 

y 

y 

Milkfat  in  milk  and  cream  mixtures  2/ 

as  %  of 
1955  6/ 


i9# 

1951+ 

1955 

1956 

as  %  of 

y 

y 

y 

1955  6/ 

New  England: 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. . . . 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic: 

Philadelphia,  Pa.  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron,  Ohio  

Stark  County,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities, 111. -Iowa  

W.  North  Central: 

Minneapolis-St . Paul, Minru  » 

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell, S.D.. 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City, la. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Line  o ln-Council 
Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans .  -Ho . . . 

Wichita,  Kans  

Southwest  Kans  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Pacific : 


1,000 
pounds 

156 
1+ 

5 

29 
1+2 

307 

N.A. 
N.A. 

211 
U,302 
1,268 
1,097 

3,303 
185 
655 
2l+9 
1+36 

1,667 
1,1+81 
323 
810 
l+6l 
526 
N.A. 

530 

66 
587 
l+o5 
913 

2,91+0 


1,000 
pounds 

211+ 

5 

22 
37 
38 

360 

966 
326 
267 
5,21+9 
1,183 
1,136 

3,1+13 

298 
681 
266 
1+1+8 

1,769 
1,705 
509 
1,031 
531 
556 
265 

622 

75 
61+6 
1+90 
1,079 


1,000 
pounds 

N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 

y 


Percent 


1,000 
pounds 


19,682 
605 
1,509 
2,380 
1,916 


1,000 
pounds 

20,002 
618 
1,1+27 
2,1+65 
1,832 


1,000 

pounds  Percent 


N.A. 
671 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 


109 


51+2  151 


10,675       10,582     10,576  100 


1,087 
31+5 
311 
6,018 
1,706 
1,119 

3,559 
291+ 
691+ 
281 
1+23 


113 
106 
116 
115 
115 
99 

101+ 

99 
102 
106 

9k 


1,777  100 

1,827  107 

51+0  106 

1,270  123 

626  118 

608  109 

277  105 

699  112 

79  105 

702  109 

567  116 

1,083  100 


Puget  Sound,  Wash. 

Total  

Total  10/  4/22,722 

New  York,  N.  Y. 


3,302       3,523  107 


8/27,1+73  8/29,957  109.0 
8/25,916  8/28,21+8  109.0 


N.A. 
N.A. 

362 
ll+,098 
3,1+29 
378 

6,1+80 
272 
281 
80 
165 

1,131+ 
l+,079 
182 
2,21+1+ 
311+ 
587 
N.A. 

970 

85 
701 
776 
399 

k±Z25. 


976 

1+78 
373 
13,377 
3,1+06 
386 

6,310 
169 
290 
83 
123 

1,093 
3,838 
258 
2,071 
273 
573 
100 

971+ 

81 
686 
71+1+ 

1+02 


920 
1+75 
351 
12,1+1+7 
3,388 
357 

6,079 
170 
271+ 
81+ 
121 

1,020 
3,800 
255 
2,020 
238 
1+91+ 
86 


91+ 
99 
91+ 
93 
99 
92 

96 
101 

91+ 
101 


93 
99 
99 
98 
87 
86 


965  99 

82  101 

673  98 

709  95 

1+09  102 


2/53,151+  2/51,211+  96.1+ 
2/53,091   £/5l,600  9/1+9,733  96TI+ 


  *      _  -   ■ 

11/60,071+  11/59,01811/59,721+  101.2 


l/    See  footnote  1/  on  opposite  page. 

2/  Includes  products  such  as  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  egg  nog,  with  milkfat  content  higher 
than  whole  milk  and  lower  than  the  minimum  for  fluid  cream. 

3/    Includes  sweet,  sour,  and  aerated  cream  meeting  minimum  milkfat  standards,    h/  Revised. 
y    Preliminary.    6/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

7/    Skim  items  and  mixtures  included  with  whole  milk;  percentage  change  for  whole  milk  based  on 
comparable  figure  for  1955.    8/    Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
9/    Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River 0 
10/    Excludes  Akron,  Stark  County,  and  Southwest  Kansas. 

11/  Milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  area  as  cream  or  half  and  half.  Excludes  storage  cream  for 
fluid  use0 
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B.  8.  DEMJftMiNT  SP  AgRlBUMi 


Fluid  milk  prices  declined  seasonally  at  both  producer  and  consumer 
levels  in  early  March  1957,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today. 
Class  I  prices  were  lower  in  35  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  k  reporting.  Re- 
tail prices  were  lower  in  23  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  7  reporting.    On  the 
other  hand,  retail  prices  increased  in  7  markets.    There  were  no  sizeable  in- 
creases in  Class  I  prices  in  any  market.    However,  March  Class  I  prices  are 
not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets  and  will  not  be  published 
until  April. 

The  average  price  per  single  quart  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to 
homes  in  25  principal  cities  in  early  March  averaged  2U.6  cents  -  1.2  cents 
per  quart  above  the  March  1956  average  but  0.1  cent  per  quart  below  February. 
Compared  with  February,  h  markets  reported  decreases  of  §  cent  per  quart  and 
3  markets  showed  1  cent  declines.    Two  markets  reported  increases,  1  cent  per 
quart  in  Portland, and  l|-  cents  in  San  Francisco.    The  increase  in  San  Francisco 
prices  was  due  to  the  institution  of  a  3  cent  service  charge  for  each  single 
delivery  location  of  which  1§  cents  is  reflected  in  the  March  home  delivered 
price.    Since  the  single  quart  concept,  used  in  this  table  historically,  is 
based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery 
the  3  cent  service    charge  represents  a  2  quart  purchase. 

Dealers' buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  in  early  March  at  major  markets 
over  the  country  averaged  $5.Ul  per  hundredweight  —  27  cents  per  hundred- 
weight above  March  1956.    The  current  March  average  was  down  11  cents  from 
February  as  compared  with  an  average  decline  of  5  cents  between  these  months 
in  the  years  1951-55* 

In  the  New  England  region,  early  March  Class  I  prices  averaged  $6.11  per 
hundredweight,  19  cents  below  February  1957  but  hO  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  March  a  year  ago.    The  decline  from  the  previous  month  was  largely 
accounted  for  by  22  cents  per  hundredweight  declines  in  Class  I  prices  in  the 
k  New  Hampshire  markets  reporting,  all  Massachusetts  Federal  Order  markets, 
and  the  Providence  and  Newport,  Rhode  Island  markets.    In  the  New  Hampshire 
and  Massachusetts  markets,  resale  prices  were  generally  down  \  cent  per  quart 
for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores.    In  Providence  and  Newport, 
resale  prices  were  unchanged  from  a  month  earlier. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  dealers'  buying  prices  in  early  March 
averaged  $6.15  per  hundredweight,  5  cents  below  February  but  UU  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  the  March  1956  average.    Changes  reported  included  an 
8  cent  per  hundredweight  decline  in  Class  I  prices  in  the  important  New  York 
City  market.    This  was  accompanied  by  a  \  cent  per  quart  decrease  in  resale 
prices  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  out  of  stores.    In  Binghamton, 
N.  Y.,  Class  I  prices  were  down  17  cents  per  hundredweight  from  a  month 
earlier  but  resale  prices  were  unchanged  from  the  February  level. 


(Continued  on  page  9) 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
March  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3.5$  fatj  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Market 8 

March 

February 

March  1957 

1956 

1957 

Range 

Are  rage 

Number 

Dollars 

uoiiars 

Dollaro 

Doll  ai*a 

x  / 

J  •  1 L 

Oe 

4.55-6.49 

6.11 

16 

5.71 

6.20 

4.40-6.40 

6.15 

East  North  Central  

25 

4.07 

•4.50 

3.73-5.18 

4.28 

20 

4.34 

•4.31 

k  3.36-4.94 

4.32 

26 

6.22 

6.28 

4.73-7.19 

6.28 

12 

4.92 

5.20 

4.08-6.18 

5.07 

15 

5.45 

6.00 

4.84-6.70 

5.51 

13 

5.61 

5.75 

4.20-6.04 

5.75 

12 

4.92 

5.30 

5.07-6.05 

5.31 

156 

5.14 

5.52 

3.36-7.19 

5.41 

l/    In  some  markets  the  prioes  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  oreara  are  the  same.    Includes  Class  I 
prices*  base  or  basio  price  and  flat  prioes  where  effeotive. 
•  Revisedo 


Table  h .-Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  per  single  quart 
delivered  to  homes  in  25  cities,  March  3957,  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55 
Mar.  av. 


Mar. 

1956 


Feb. 

1957 


Mar. 

1957 


Markets 


1951-55 
Mar.  av, 


Mar. 
1956 


Feb. 
1957 


Mar. 
1957 


Boston,  Mass  

Hartford,  Conn... 
New  York,  N.  Y. . • 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa... 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Indianapolis,  Ind 

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich.... 
Milwaukee,  Wis... 
Minneapolis,  Minn2/ 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 7* 
Qua ha,  Nebr  


23.2 
24.3 
24.7 
23.2 
23.8 
20.6 
22.0 
24.7 
21.7 
20.2 
19.2 
21.8 
20.9 


25-27&  26-28i 
22i  25 


20 
21 
23 
21 


22 
22i 
23 
22 


25i 
26 
27 
25 
26i 
22 
23 
25^-28 
24 

22i 

23 

22 


Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C. • 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Louisville,  Ky. ... 
New  Orleans,  La... 

Dallas,  Texas  

Denver,  Colo  

Sal tLakeCity, Utah. 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Ore  

SanFranoi  soo, Call £ 
LosAngeles, Calif. . 
25  oities  average. 


23.5 
23.8 
26.6 
23.6 
25.6 
24.1 
23.4 
21.2 
21.3 
21.9 
21.7 
21.8 
22.3 


24 

25 

27 

23 

2o£ 

25 

24 

22 

22i 

23 

21$ 

21* 

23.4 


25 
26 
27 

26i 

27 

25 

23 

24 

24 

23 
2/2.3 
~  24.7 


25 
26 
27 
25 
26 
26 
25 
23 
24 

Z\ 

7/23 
"  24.6 


1/    "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  eaoh  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors.    The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 

2/   In  markets  having  a  servioe  charge  on  the  first  unit  at  eaoh  single  delivery  looation,  the 
charge  has  been  divided  between  2  quarts.    Since  the  single  quart  concept  used  historically 
is  based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  charge 
represents  a  two  quart  purohase. 

(Continued  from  page  1) 
Tn  the  East  North  Central  region,  dealers'  buying  prices  in  early  March  aver- 
aged per  hundredweight,  22  cents  below  February  but  21  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  March  a  year  ago*.    Detroit,  Michigan  Class  I  prices  declined  U5  cents  per 
hundredweight  from  February.    Resale  prices  were  down  1  cent  per  quart  for  milk  de- 
livered to  homes  with  declines  of  as  much  as  3  cents  per  quart  in  some  store  prices. 
In  the  Chicago,  Gary,  and  Milwaukee  markets,  Class  I  prices  were  down  22  cents  per 
hundredweight  from  the  previous  month.    In  Chicago  and  Gary  resale  prices  were 
generally  down  ^  cent  per  quart.  However,  in  Milwaukee  home  delivered  prices  were 
unchanged  but  prices  in  some  stores  declined  \  cent  per  quart.    In  the  Rock  Island, 

(Continued  on  page  11) 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  oheese  in  March  1957 


Cities 

Pound  paokage s 

12-oz.  package 

Other  packages 

To  homes   J  At  stores 

To  home  s 

At  stores 

To  homes    At  stores 

Providence ,  R.  I ..... . 

Buffalo,  N.  Y..  

Cleveland,  Ohio ....... 

Indianapolis,  Ind. . . . . 

Chicago,  111  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

De  s  M oine  s ,  I owa ...... 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-*ans. 

Omaha,  Nebr  

Louisville,  Ky. ...... . 

Nashville,  Tenn....... 

Oklahoma  City,  Ckla... 
Dallas,  Tex.....  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.* 
Seattle ,  Wash ......... 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.... 
San  Francisco,  Calif* • 

Cents  Cents 

35-35^  31 
35 

31-33  32-33 

29- 31  24-25 
35 

28  23-29 

26-29  29 
31 

3/25  3/25 
•     -  "29 

26 

28 

25 

23-25  23 

30  28 

29  28 

27 

31  26 
29  29 

26 

27  22 
35  31-35 

29  26 

32  32 

30-  31 

32  29-32 

Cents  Cents 
29 

25  24 
19-23 

30^33  24^ 

23  22-23 

26  25 
24 

21  19-20 
25  22 

24  23 

27  27 

28  26-29 
25 

25  25 
23-25  20 

25  25 
26 

26  26 
25  22-23 

23  21 

27  24-27 
22 

27  25 

Cents  Cents 

1/22  18 
1/22 

l/20* 

lA8  lA8 
2/32 

2/53  4/53 

4/57  4/57-59 

lA7  lA* 
"  5A25 

4/61  4/61 

l/    8-oz.  package.  4/    2«T>ound  paokage. 

"zj    14-|-o2.  package.  ]5/  5— pound  paokage. 

"%J   Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 


(Continued  from  page  9) 

Battle  Creek,  Beloit,  and  Kenosha  markets,  Class  I  prices  declined  from  12  to 
20  cents  per  hundredweight.    Resale  prices  in  these  markets  remained  unchanged. 
In  Akron,  Cleveland,  Toledo,  and  Lansing,  prices  at  retail  declined  1  cent  per 
quart  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores.    Producer  prices  are  not 
determined  currently  in  these  markets.    In  Madison,  home  delivered  prices  de- 
clined 1  cent  per  quart  while  store  prices  held  unchanged.    Producer  prices  in 
this  market  are  not  currently  determined. 

In  the  West  North  Central  region,  Class  I  prices  paid  by  dealers  averaged 
$U.32  per  hundredweight,  1  cent  above  February  but  2  cents  below  March  1956.  In 
Burlington,  Iowa,  Class  I  prices  decreased  21  cents  per  hundredweight.    Home  de- 
livered prices  remained  unchanged  from  February  but  store  prices  showed  a  1  cent 
decrease.    In  Springfield,  Missouri,  store  prices  were  down  1  cent  per  quart 
from  February  while  home  delivered  prices  remained  unchanged.    Producer  prices 
in  this  market  were  practically  unchanged  from  the  previous  month.    Early  March 
prices  in  the  Scottsbluff ,  Nebraska  market  were  up  10  cents  per  hundredweight 
for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail. 

(Continued  on  page  1$) 
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TABLE  7.  -  -MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  JANUARY  1957 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 

test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5<fr  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 

3.  5<fr  test 
per  cwt. 


Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

4*98 

7.4 

4.83 

5 .92 

•6.52 

7.4 

6.37 

6.53 

6.09 

7.4 

5.94 

6.46 

6.06 

7.4 

5.91 

6.46 

6.24 

7.4 

6.09 

— 

— 

6.46 

A  «^ 

5  .91 

•5.22 

5.0 

4.97 

— — 

5  .39 

4.71 

7.1 

4.71 

4.80 

4.22 

7.8 

4.22 

— 

— 

4.54 

4.51 

7.5 

4.51 

— 

— 

4.85 

4.46 

7.1 

4.46 

4.55 

4.29 

7.1 

4.29 

4.55 

•4.34 

7.7 

4.34 

— 

— 

4.51 

•4.71 

7.0 

4.71 

mmm 

4.85 

4.16 

6.8 

4.16 

4.' Is 

3.99 

7.1 

3.99 

_ 

3.61 

7.1 

3.61 

4.02 

3.62 

7.5 

3.62 

- 

4.22 

3.83 

7.1 

3.83 

_ 

_ 

2/4.04 

4.46 

6.5 

4.46 

4.57 

3.74 

"5/4.73 

4.42 

6.5 

4.42 

4.61 

3.45 

~  4.62 

•4.62 

6.5 

4.62 

— 

— 

4.90 

•  3.ei 

7.1 

3.81 

— 

— —  - 

3.98 

3  .79 

7.5 

3  .79 

A  OO 
*r.30 

3.63 

7.4 

3.63 

3.84 

3 .16 

3.91 

3.43 

7.1 

3.43 

~ — 

^— 

3.99 

3.56 

7.1 

3.56 

4.12 

4.06 

7.0 

4.oe 

5/4.58 

4.36 

6.3 

4.17 

_  4.43 

4.48 

7.1 

4.13 

4.62 

4.16 

6.8 

4.16 

4.33 

3.94 

6.8 

3.94 

4.06 

5.08 

7.0 

5.06 

5.37 

2.94 

5.41 

•4.57 

9.3 

4.57 

4.66 

3.93 

7.0 

3.93 

4.42 

4.26 

7.0 

4.05 

5/4.54 

4.14 

6.3 

3»25 

~  4.43 

4.59 

7.1 

4.38 

4.97 

4.62 

7.1 

4.41 

4.77 

3.27 

4.98 

New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone.  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  VaUey,  Mass.,  City  plants 
Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants. 
Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants.  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa.  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron -Stark  County,  Ohio.  1/ 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Grade  A,  .7  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio.  

Dayton -Springfield,  Grade  A.  

Lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  , 

South  Bend -La  Porte  

Chicago  Gr.A  55-70  mile  zone  

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockford  -Freeport,  IH.  Gr.  A.  

Detroit,  Mich.  , 

Muskegon,  Mich.  

Upstate  Michigan.  

Milwaukee,  Wis...  

W.  North  Central: 

Du kith-Superior,  Minn. -Wis.  

Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn  

Cedar  Rapids -Iowa  City,  la.  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la.  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark.  

Black  Hills,  S.  D, ............... 

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  S.  D  

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia. 

Topeka,  Kans.  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans.  

South  Atlantic: 

Wilmington,  Del.  

Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  

Tri -State  area,  Ky. -Ohio-W.  Va.  .. 

Bluefield,  W.  Va.-Va.  

Wheeling,  W.Va.  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Term.  ,  Va.  &  Ky  

Chattanooga,  Term.  

Knoxville,  Term.  

Memphis,  Term.  

Nashville,  Term.  , 

Central  Mississippi.  , 


Pet. 

3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 


3.  5 
4,0 


3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 


3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
4.0 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 
3.8 


4.0 

•5.27 

5.5 

5.00 

3.5 

5.33 

7.7 

5.33 

3.5 

•  4.96 

7.1 

4.96 

4.0 

•  5.72 

7.1 

5.37 

3.5 

5.02 

7.6 

5.02 

3.8 

4.31 

6.5 

4.12 

3.5 

4.00 

6.5 

4.80 

4.0 

•5.48 

7.1 

5.13 

4.0 

4.97 

7.1 

4.62 

4.0 

4.63 

7.1 

4.28 

4.0 

•5.07 

6.5 

4.75 

4.0 

•4.55 

7.2 

4.19 

4.0 

5. 49 

7.0 

5.14 

5.24 
5.46 
3/5.18 
5.36 
5.21 

•4.51 

4.86 
5.36 
5/4.98 
3/4.59 
4.94 
4.66 
5.62 
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TABLE  7.  -  -(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  JANUARY  1957 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 

fat 

diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5°!o  tect 
per  cwt. 

Base  price 
test 

Pet. 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

laid 

J  *\.'J 

/  »J. 

A  ft 

D.LHJ 

7.1 

A  AC 

4.05 

A.  Cl 

•5.39 

6.9 

5  .05 

•6.03 

7.1 

5  •  66 

4.0 

A  -per 

A  Af\ 

4.0 

4.77 

7.1 

A  AO 

4.0 

•6.00 

6.5 

5.68 

4.0 

5.80 

7.1 

5.45 

4.0 

•  5.43 

7.1 

6.08 

4.0 

5.30 

6.0 

5.00 

4.0 

6.27 

6.5 

5.95 

4.0 

5.67 

7.1 

5.32 

Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 


Dollars 


W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Af  k.  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone.... 

Shreveport,  La.  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex.,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific; 

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho  


Dollars 

5.21 
5/4.94 
~  6.02 

5.77 
5/4.82 
7  4.85 
4/5/5.95 
"  5.81 

6.32 
5^.56 
~  5.98 

5.52 


3.8 


4.0 
4.0 


5.90  9.9 


4.76  7.5 
5.25  7.6 


5.60 

4.39 

4.87 


6.18         3.04  5/6.03 

/5.00 
/%.19 


4.95 
5.53 


3.41  5/5.00 

3.42  3/%.] 


V 
V 


Individual -fiandler  pool.    Weighted  average  of  handlers1  prices. 
Effective  February  1,  Stark  County  was  merged  with  Akron. 
Freeport  plant at    Class  I  $4.00. 
Huntington  plants. 

Austin  7.51  and  Waco  22.51  less*  respectively. 
Negotiated  price  (does  not  include  hulk-tank  pickup  premiums)! 


Detroit  $5.35 

Sioux  City  5.00 

Ctnaha-Lin.-C.Eluffs  4.91 

Chattanooga  5.21 


Knoxville  $4.84 

Central  Arkansas  5.29 

Austin  6.28 

North  Texas  5.96 


Central  Arizona  $6.14 

Puget  Sound  5.50 

Inland  Empire  5.66 

Oklahoma  City  5.08 

Tulsa  5.00 


Compiled  hy  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branoh,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators* 


TABLE  8.  —NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS.  DECEMBER  1956  -  FEBRUARY  1957  1/ 


City 


Net  blended  price 

paid  for  3.  b°]o 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 


Mon  th 


Dealers'  buying 
price  for  Class! 
milk  per  cwt. 


Providence,  R.  I. . . . . 
Hartford-New  Haven- 
Bridgeport,  Conn. . . 

Pittsburgh,  Pa..  

EvansviUe,  Ind  

Baltimore,  Md.  

Washington,  D.  C. .. 

Richmond,  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va... 

Denver,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 


Dollars 

6.34 
5.80 
5.76 
5.34 
4.18 
4.74 
3/4.76 

1:1? 

4/5.11 
"  4.72 


January 

December 

January 

January 

January 

February 

February 

February 

January 

February 
February 


Dollars 

6.62 
6.32 
6.32 
6.56 
4.50 
5.50 
6.62 
6.25 
5.53 

5.95 
5.74 


1/   Prices  usually  speoified  as  followst 

Class  I  -  Milk  for  fluid  consumption 

Class  U  —  Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained 

for  fluid  consumption. 
Classes  HI      -  Milk  used  in  manufactured  dairy 
and  IV  products. 


2/  F 

3/ 
3/ 


0.  B .  CITY  unless  indicated 
otherwise. 
Excludes  40*"  quality  premium. 
Base  prioe;  surplus  prioe  $2.73. 
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Table  9. -Fluid  milk  price  ohange6,  March  1957  1/ 


Markets  by 

geographic 
divisions 


Dealers'  buying  prices  f.o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5%  fat) 


Mar. 

1956 


Feb. 
1957 


Mar- 

1957 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  del ire red  to  homes 


Mar. 
1956 


Feb. 

1957 


Mar. 
1957 


SEW  ENGLAKD; 

Concord,  N»H« ••••••«•»••• 

Man .-Na  shua-pt  smooth ,  N .  H  • 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Lowell-Lawrence,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Providence,  R.  I  

MIDELE  ATLANTIC? 

Binghamton,  N.  Y  

New  York,  N.  Y  •• 

E.  NORTE  .(^TRfiLt 

Akron,  Ohio.V  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Gary,  Ind.  

Chiougo,  111  

Battle  Creek,  Mich  

Detroit,  Mioh  

Lansing,  Mich  

Beloit,  Wis  

Kenosha,  Wis  

Madison,  Wis  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  NORTH  CENT  RAL  i 

Burlington t  Iowa  

Farg o-Moorhead ,  N »D .....  • 

Scottsbluff,  Nebr  

Wichita,  Kans  

E.  SOOTH  CENTRAL} 

" '  Ch"aTtanoogaY~Te nn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Jackson,  Miss  ••• 

W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL  t 

■ — Little  Hook,  Ark  

New  Orleans,  La  

Shreveport,  La  

Austin,  Texas.....  

Dallas,  Texas  

Galveston,  Texas  

Houston,  Texas  

PACIFIC; 

Portland,  Ore  • 

Salem,  Ore  

San  Diego,  Calif  

San  Franoisoo,  Calif  


Dollars 

5.59 
5.59 
5.59 
5.88 
5.59 
5.59 
5.59 
6.19 


3.90 
5.69-5.98 

4.32 
4.37 
4.14 
3.72 
3.72 
4.40 
4.33 
4.20 
3.72 
3.67 
3.84 
3.68 

4.05 
3.32-3.40 
4.85 
4.79 

4.96 
4.38 
4.30 
5.02 

4.88 
5.86 
5.13 
5.62 
5.22 
5.65 
5.65 

5.24 
5.24 
5.05 
4.71 


Dollars 

6.24 
6.24 
6.24 
6.31 
6.24 
6.24 
6.24 
6.62 


4.57 
6.33-6.62 

4.58 
4.63 
4.43 
3.99 
3.99 
5.25 
5.35 
5.15 
3.99 
3.96 
4.08 
3.95 

4.11 
3.32-3.57 
5.05 
4.97 

5.18 
4.94 
4.54 
5.62 

5.28 
6.02 
5.76 
6.27 
5.95 
6.70 
6.70 

5.50 
5.50 
5.28 
5.39 


Dollars 

6.02 
6.02 
6.02 
6.09 
6.02 
6.02 
6.02 
6.40 


4.40 
6.25-6.54 

N.D. 

N.D. 

N.D. 

3.77 

3.77 
2/5.10 
~  4.90 

N.D. 

3.77 
2/3.78 
"  N.D. 

3.73 

3.90 
3/3.32-3.40 
3/  5.15 

4.94 

4.94 
4.72 
4.18 
5.18 

4.84 
5.62 
5.34 
5.62 
5.32 
6.70 
3/5.87 

3/5.71 
f/5.71 
"  5.28 
5.39 


Cents 


Cents 


Cents 

24$ 
24* 
25* 
24-24^ 
24* 
26 
24* 
25 


l/   All  changes  effeotive  March  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
2/   Effeotive  date  not  reported- 
3/   Effeotive  dates: 

February  15  -  Fargo  -  Soottsbluff 

February  13  -  Wichita 

March  4  -  Jackson 

March  3  -  Galveston  -  Houston 

February  25  -  Portland  -  Salem 
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(Continued  from  page  11) 

In  the  South  Atlantic  region,  dealers'  buying  pricesfor  Class  I  milk  averaged 
$6.28  per  hundredweight,  unchanged  from  February  and  6  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  the  March  1956  average.    Among  the  important  markets  in  this  area,  producer 
and  resale  prices  were  generally  unchanged  from  the  previous  month. 

In  the  East  South  Central  area,  Class  I  prices  in  early  March  averaged  $5.07 
per  hundredwei&ht,  1.3  cents  per  hundredweight  below  February  but  15  cents  above 
March  1956.    Class  I  prices  were  lower  in  Chattanooga  and  Knoxville,  Tenn.  by  2k 
and  20  cents  hundredweight,  respectively,  as  the  negotiated  premiums  above  the 
Federal  Order  minimum  were  generally  discontinued  although  one  handler  in  Knoxville 
was  reportedly  paying  the  25  cent  premium  for  March  milk.    Retail  prices  in  these 
markets  remained  unchanged.    In  Memphis,  Tenn.,  prices  declined  22  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  ij  cents  per  quart  for  home  delivery*    Nashville,  Tenn. 
prices  were  down  by  36  cents  per  hundredweight  to  producers  and  1  cent  per  quart  at 
retail.    Class  I  prices  in  Jackson,  Miss,  were  hh  cents  per  hundredweight  lower.  Re- 
tail prices  at  homes  and  stores  dropped  as  much  as  3  cents  per  quart  on  March  U  due 
to  highly  competitive  price  conditions  that  developed. 

In  the  West  South  Central  region,  early  March  Class  I  prices  averaged  $5»5l 
per  hundredweight,  h9  cents  per  hundredweight  less  than  February  but  6  cents  above 
March  a  year  earlier.    Little  Rock,  Ark.  Class  I  prices  were  16  cents  per  hundred- 
weight below  February  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged.    A  drop  of  UO  cents  per 
hundredweight  in  the  New  Orleans,  La.  Class  I  price  was  accompanied  by  a  \  cent 
per  quart  decline  in  home  delivered  and  a  1  cent  decrease  in  store  prices.  Shreve- 
port,  La.  prices  were  down  U2  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  but  were 
unchanged  at  retail.    Austin' and  Dallas,  Tex.  prices  were  below  February  by  65  and 
63  cents  per  hundredweight,  respectively,  partially  coincidental  with  the  dropping 
of  UO  cent  premiums.    Retail  prices  in  these  markets  were  mostly  1  cent  per  quart 
lower.    Galvestony  Tex.  prices  were  reported  1  cent  per  quart  higher  for  home  de- 
livery but  unchanged  at  stores.    Class  I  prices  were  also  unchanged.    In  Houston, 
Tex.  the  Class  I  price  was  reportedly  83  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  but  retail 
prices  v^e  reported' unchanged. 

In  the  Mountain  region,  Class  I  prices  in  early  March  average  $5«75  per 
hundredweight.    This  average  was  unchanged  from  a  month  earlier  but  lit  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  March  1956.    Among  the  major  markets  in  this  area  only  slight 
changes  were  reported  in  producer  prices.    Resale  prices  remained  unchanged  from 
the  previous  month. 

In  the  Pacific  coast  region,  dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  in  early 
March  averaged  $5.31  per  hundredweight,  1  cent  above  February  and  39  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  March  1956.    Portland  and  Salem,  Oregon  reported  increases  of 
21  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Class  I  prices  and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail.  In 
San  Diego,  California  prices  advanced  \  cent  per  quart  for  milk  at  retail.  Class 
I  prices  remained  unchanged  in  this  market.    In  the  San  Francisco  market,  prices 
increased  3  cents  on  the  first  quart  delivered  due  to  the  institution  of  a  3  cent 
service  charge  for  the  first  unit  bought  at  each  single  delivery  location.  Class 
I  prices  in  San  Francisco  were  also  unchanged. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  JANUARY  1957,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


Beginning  with  this  issue,  sales  data  will  be  published  for  37  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas*    The  data  are  segregated  insofar  as  possiDle  to  reflect  sales  within 
marketing  areas.    The  in-area  separation  of  sales  is  accomplished  by  means  of  peri- 
odic surveys  made  by  the  various  Market  Administrators'  offices  in  cooperation  with 
the  handlers  in  each  of  the  markets  represented.    The  resulting  body  of  data  is  an 
important  indication  of  consumption  of  fluid  products  in  the  United  States  represent- 
ing, as  it  does,  approximately  one-quarter  of  total  nonfarm  milk  and  cream  sales.  For 
the  first  time  in  this  report,  sales  of  cream  items  are  shown  on  a  product  pound 
basis,  together  with  average  tests  of  fluid  products  by  individual  markets  for  all 
sales  tables.    Receipts  data  are  carried  for  the  63  marketing  areas  which  were  op- 
erating under  Federal  orders  throughout  1956. 

Whole  milk  sales  increase  during  January 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  January  1957  in  37  Federal  Order 
markets  were  U.O  percent  higher  than  January  a  year  earlier  and  were  2,7  percent 
above  December  1956,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Thirty-three 
of  the  37  markets  showed  sales  higher  than  a  year  earlier,  increasing  by  10  percent 
or  more  in  8  markets.    Sales  were  about  the  same  as  last  year  in  2  markets  and  lower 
in  2  markets.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  whole  milk  sold  in  31  of  the  37 
markets  during  January  was  3*57  percent  as  compared  with  3.58  percent  in  January  1956 
and  3.57  percent  in  December  1956.    By  markets  the  average  test  of  whole  milk  sold 
ranged  from  3»32  percent  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa  to  3.86  percent  in  the  Corpus  Christi, 
Texas  market. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  market,  average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  (on  a 
milk  equivalent  basis)  in  January  were  2.2  percent  above  January  a  year  earlier  and 
2.3  percent  above  December.    In  the  other  36  markets  which  report  in-area  sales, 
sales  of  whole  milk  were  U.5  percent  greater  than  January  1956  and  2.8  percent  great- 
er than  December. 

Skim  milk  items  show  increased  sales  in  January 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  in  January  1957  in  3h  of  the  37 
markets(2  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  excluded)  were  6.3  percent  above  January 
of  last  year  and  7.8  percent  above  December.  Twenty-seven  of  the  3U  markets  recorded 
increases  over  January  1956  with  12  markets  showing  gains  of  10  percent  or  more.  Six 
markets  reported  sales  less  than  January  a  year  earlier.  Seasonally,  sales  were  high- 
er than  December  in  31  of  the  3U  markets.  The  average  milkfat  test  of  skim  products 
in  31  of  the  3U  markets  during  January  was  1.53  percent  as  compared  with  1.1*9  percent 
in  January  1956  and  1.50  percent  in  December.  By  markets,  the  tests  ranged  from  0.70 
percent  in  Knoxville,  Tenn.  to  2.29  percent  in  Corpus  Christi,  Texas. 

January  sales  of  half-and-half  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly  known  as  half-and-half) 
in  January  in  32  of  the  37  Federal  Order  markets (U  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York 
excluded)  were  7«2  percent  higher  than  January  1956.    Compared  with  December,  which 
included  holiday  sales  of  eggnog,  sales  were  32.9  percent  lower.    Twenty-five  of  the 
32  markets  showed  higher  sales  than  a  year  earlier,  1  market  at  about  the  same  level 
and  in  6  markets  sales  were  lower.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  milk  and  cream  mix- 
tures sold  in  January  was  11.8  percent,  unchanged  from  January  a  year  ago  but  higher 
than  10.6  percent  in  December  1956.    During  January  the  average  test  of  half-and- 
half  varied  by  markets  from  10.6  percent  in  Detroit,  Michigan  to  13 »3  percent  in  the 
Appalachian,  Tenn.-Va.-W.Va.  marketing  area. 


(Continued  on  page  19) 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


2/December  1956 


Marketing  area 


j/ January  1956 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


2/ January  1957 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


Jan.  1957  as  %  hj 


Jan. 

1956 


Dec. 

1956 


Boston,  Mass.5_/. 
Fall  River,  Mass 
Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 
Springfield,  Mass. 6, 
Worcester,  Mass. 6, 
New  York,  N.  Y.8, 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co.,. Ohio  10/ 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. 
SiouxFalls -Mitchell, S .D. . 
Cedar  Rapids -IowaCity, la. 

Dubuque ,  Iowa . .  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Lincoln -Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

KansasCity,Mo.-Kans .9/. • . 
Neo  sho Valley , Kans . -Mo  .£/. 

Wichita,  Kans.£/  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian, Tenn-Va-Ky. 9/ 

Knoxville,  Tenn.  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark. 2/  

Oklahoma  City,  0kla.£/... 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin-Waco,  Tex. 9_/  

Corpus  Christi,  Tex  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex  

Texas  Panhandle  

C entral  Ari zona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash„2/  

Total  (37  markets)  )J 


1,000 
pounds 

1,993 
110 
283 
U26 
296 
8,882 
1,956 
723 
1,61*5 
l*,9l*l 
3,118 
821* 
221 
1,159 
67 
127 
53 
86 

399 
1,071* 
736 
173 

2ia 

581 
1WU 

211* 

350 
72 
320 
302 
350 
176 

1,133 
350 
19h 
632* 

1,132 


35,1*65 


Percent 

3.85 
3.75 
3.79 
7/3.71 
7/3.75 
3.59 
3.78 
3.52 
3.59 
3.52 
3.5U 
3.5U 
3. hi* 
3.52 
3.1*2 

3~5l 
3.33 

3.61 
3.1*5 
3.51 
3.61* 
3.36 
3.73 
3.85 
3.70 
3.82 
3.61* 
3.71 
3.66 
3.68 
3.92 
3.73 
3.59 
3.57 
3.55 
3.53 
11/3.58 


1,000 
pounds 

1,998 
113 
290 
1*1*1 
297 
8,872 
1,981 
727 
1,793 
U,988 
3,101* 
867 
218 
1,161 
67 
129 
51* 
81* 

1*00 
1,091* 
763 
182 
21*1 
561* 
167 
215 
3U1* 
75 
335 
325 
321* 
195 
1,130 
362 
201 
6U7 
1,161* 


Percent 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
3.77 
3.52 
3.59 
3.52 
3.52 
3.52 
3.1*7 
3.53 
3.1*2 

3~U8 
3.32 

3.59 
3.1*3 
3.50 
3.59 
3.36 
3.73 
3.68 

3.73 
3.81 
3.58 
3.72 
3.68 
3.69 
3.91 
3.60 
3.58 
3.59 
3.55 
3.56 


1,000 
pounds 

2,067 
111* 
291* 
1*62 
306 
9,079 
2,008 
765 
1,821 
5,103 
3,131* 
889 
223 
1,197 
68 
131* 
55 
83 

1*09 
1,138 
781* 
187 
251* 
591 
167 
226 
363 
81 
353 
336 
332 
190 
1,180 
395 
219 
665 
1,205 


Percent 


Percent  Percent 


N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
3.56 
3.77 
3.52 
3.59 
3.52 
3.59 
3.51 
3.1*8 
3.52 
3.1*2 

3.1*0 
3.32 

3.58 
3.1*3 
3.1*9 
3.60 
3.31* 
3.73 
3.78 

3.73 
3.80 
3.62 
3.72 
3.63 
3.68 
3.86 
3.58 
3.55 
3.55 
3.51* 
3.55 


103.7 
103.7 
103.8 
108.6 
103.7 
102.2 
102.7 
105.9 
110.7 
103.3 

100.5 

108.0 
100.9 
103.2 
100.3 
105.7 
103.9 
95.8 

102.3 
106.0 
106.5 
108.5 
105.1* 
111.8 
116.2 
105.3 
103.7 
112.1* 
110.2 
111.2 
95.0 
107.7 
10U.1 
112.9 
112.9 
108.3 
106.  h 


103.5 
100.1* 
101.  h 

ioii.8 
103.2 
"102.3 
101.3 
105.2 
101.5 
102.3 
101.0 
102.6 
'102.2 
103.0 
101.5 

ioU.o 

101.6 
99.3 

102.1 
103.9 
102.7 
102.9 
105.5 

10U.9 
100.1 

105.1 
105.5 

108.0 

105.5 
103.6 
102.6 
97.2 
10l*.l* 
109.1 
108.6 
102.7 
103.5 


35,913  11/3.57      36,878  u/3.57 


IOU.O  102.7 


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/    Preliminary.  Revised.      !*_/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

%/    1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  19560 

o/    Data  include  skim  items.    Jj    Test  of  whole  milk  only0 

jy    Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketings  area    as  whole  milk. 

9/  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows  (in  thousand 
pounds):  Appalachian  5.3j  Austin-Waco  19 .1*5  Fort  Smith  1.7;  Kansas  City  23.5j  Neosho  Valley  10.8; 
Oklahoma  City  8.2;  Puget  Sound  31.3?  Wichita  5.6. 

10/    Akron  and  Stark  County  marketing  areas,  merged  by  amendment  effective  February  1,  1957 
combined  for  comparability  throughout  year. 

11/   Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardizatinn  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 

Market  Administrators 0 
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Table  11. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


V  January 

1956 

3/  December 

1956 

2/  January  1957 

Jan.  1957  as  %  5/ 

Marketing  area 

M'fat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Jan. 

Dec 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1956 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Percent 

pounds  Percent 

pounds  Percent 

Percent 

PptppttK 

Po^"t-.on     Ma^r  7/ 

61  7 

n  87 

62.0 

N.A. 

6l.$ 

N.A. 

99.7 

99.3 

Fa  1 1   R*i  v^t*     Ma  ^  c; 

5>  ?5 

h.k 

N.A. 

h.k 

N.A. 

99.6 

100.5 

7  ^ 

3  51i 

9.1 

N.A. 

9.6 

N.A. 

130.3 

105.5 

Phi  1  aHpI  nhi  a  Pa 

llS  6 

1  37 

115.2 

1.25 

121.7 

1.27 

105.2 

105.6 

Alrrnn— St  a-r»V  Co     OM  o  A/ 

77  n 

1  8)i 

78.6 

1.82 

86.5 

1.89 

112.3 

110.  0 

CI pvpI flnH     Ohn  o 

112.3 

1  50 

115.6 

1.U7 

120.9 

1.&9 

107.7 

ioii.6 

JifjO  8 

c4  W     *  <J 

1  79 

397.8 

1.73 

U3U.2 

1.77 

108.3 

109.2 

Dptroit.  Mirn. 

25L.5 

2  09 

C  •  V/^7 

233.U 

1.99 

251.1 

1.98 

98.7 

107.6 

Milwaukee ^  Wis ••••••••••• 

66.1 

1.72 

73.3 

1.70 

80.  h 

1.7U 

121.5 

109.7 

Quad  Cities ^  XU,~Iow&«  •  • 

1.  oL 

1*0.1 

1.1U 

Ul.o 

1.11 

117.6 

103.5 

M*i  nnpflnnl  i  «i  — St".  .Paul  Minn 

78.8 

0.80 

86.5 

0.70 

92.6 

0.86 

117.  h 

107.0 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell  S.D.. 
GpHflT-Ra'n'i  fi^—IouaCi't.v  Xa.  - 

8.9 

1.69 

8.7 

1.62 

9.0 

1.91 

101.7 

ioU.o 

^2.8 

0.75 

22.  k 

1.05 

25.3 

0.98 

i  110.0 

112.7 

6.8 

1.77 

7.5 

2.29 

8.7 

2.U0 

127.9 

117.1 

Sioinr  Citw    Xova.  . 

9.7 

0.60 

10.9 

0.33 

11.9 

0.93 

12«d.o 

109.  U 

OmaVifl^TiT  npol  n— fionYif*i  1 

ii6  9 

n  99 

v-> .  77 

U5.7 

0.96 

52.0 

1.02 

110.9 

113.9 

St    Louis  Mo 

102.1 

1.83 

106.6 

1.87 

lllt.l 

1.87 

111.8 

107.0 

nCUloaO     Vj.     y  y     14J  s  ^IVcLI  tt3  •  •  •  • 

Npo«?Ho  VnlTpv     Kane!  —Mo 

55  1 

53.1; 

1.18 

58.2 

1.2U 

105.7 

108.9 

13  8 

1  99 

12.6 

2.1k 

Hi. 6 

2.21 

105.7 

115-5 

15  9 

o  68 

lli.6 

0.69 

16.5 

0.77 

103.7 

113.1 

Anna!  flf*Vii  fln  Tf^nn  ™Vfi  — Kv 

51  h 

X«  J.  f 

51.1 

1.13 

55.3 

1.1U 

107.6 

108.3 

25  6 

0.68 

2U.1 

0.72 

23.6 

0.77 

92.2 

97.7 

KnAviri  11  o  Tonn 

31.7 

0.71 

33.2 

0.70 

102.1 

10U.7 

MpmriVil  ^  Tpnn 

7n  h 

n  72 

61.6 

0.78 

ou.3 

0.78 

91.3 

10U.3 

Fnrt  Srrn  t  h     A  T«lr 
OVInhnma   Hi  tv     OVT  a' 
Till     «Mii <;Vncr<a^     0V1  a 

6.6 

n  75 

6.3 

0.82 

6.8 

0.9U 

103.2 

107.6 

28  3 

1  91 

28.6 

2*03 

31.3 

2.10 

110.6 

109.  U 

25  6 

0.61 

2U.1 

0.75 

25.7 

0.79 

100  ,,2 

106.3 

Tpvfl<!  PaTiViaTiHTo 

C  o  vl 

20.1 

2.01 

22.7 

1.90 

yoo  / 

112.6 

North  T exas ...  ......... 

156.3 

1.6U 

1U6.5 

1.8U 

16U.5 

1.87 

105.2 

112.2 

U6.5 

1.91 

m.7 

1.95 

U6.8 

2.06 

100.7 

112.2 

3U.0 

2.08 

33.9 

2.15 

37.7 

2.21 

111.0 

111.1 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas.... 

15.2 

1.96 

15.5 

2.09 

1601 

2.29 

106.2 

103.7 

U7.U 

0.73 

U8.3 

0.77 

U9.2 

0.78 

103.9 

101.9 

89.3 

0.53 

85.7 

0.52 

90.U 

0.51 

101.3 

105.5 

Total  (3U  markets)  5_/ 

2,11*8.0  8/1.1*9 

2,117.9  8/1.50 

2,282.3  8/ 

'1.53 

106.3 

107.8 

1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  areaj  includes  all  markets  for  which  in.-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and  cultured  specialties, 
and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

U/  Revised. 

5/    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

6/    Akron  and  Stark  County  marketing  areas,  merged  by  amendment  effective  February  1,  1957, 
combined  for  comparability  throughout  year. 
7/   1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956„ 
Jy    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators, 
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(continued  from  page  16) 

Sales  of  fluid  cream  continue  lower  than  last  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in  product  pounds  in  32  of  the  37  Federal 
Order  markets  with  in-area  sales  segregated  (h  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York 
City  excluded)  were  InO  percent  less  than  January  a  y#ar  earlier  and  lit. 5  percent 
less  than  December,    Sales  were  lower  in  relation  to  January  1956  in  25  of  the  32 
markets  with  the  Austin-Waco  and  Corpus  Chris ti,  Texas  markets  registering  the  sharp- 
est declines.    In  two  markets,  sales  were  about  the  same  but  were  higher  in  5  markets. 
The  average  milkfat  test  of  fluid  cream  products  sold  in  January  was  22.1;  percent. 
This  compares  with  22.3  percent  in  January  of  last  year  and  23.2  percent  in  December 
1956.    During  January  1957  the  average  test  varied  from  19.3  percent  in  St,  Louis  to 
35.9  percent  in  the  Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  S.  D.  market. 

January  whole  milk  receipts  increase  seasonally 

Average  daily  receipts  of  whole  milk  from  producers  during  January  1957  in  the 
63  Federal  Order  markets  having  comparable  monthly  data  for  1956  and  1957  were  up 
3.9  percent  from  a  year  earlier  and  3.3  percent  above  the  December  1956  average.  In 
U8  of  the  63  markets,  receipts  were  above  a  year  earlier  with  increases  of  30  per- 
cent or  more  in  7  markets.    In  2  markets,  receipts  were  practically  unchanged  from 
January  1956.    In  the  other  13  markets,  decreases  in  average  daily  receipts  ranged 
from  1  to  23  percent  below  a  year  earlier. 

Daily  receipts  per  producer  at  these  63  markets  in  January  1957  averaged  U72 
pounds  -  35  pounds  or  8  percent  over  the  January  1956  average.    Seasonally,  January 
receipts  were  up  17  pounds  or  3«7  percent  from  December  1956  -  somewhat  below  the 
5.6  percent  seasonal  increase  for  a  similar  group  of  markets  a  year  earlier.  Receipts 
per  producer  were  above  a  year  earlier  in  60  of  the  63  markets  with  increases  of  10 
percent  or  more  in  37  of  the  markets. 

Daily  milk  production  in  February  above  last  year 

Milk  cows  on  U.  S.  farms  produced  a  total  of  9,U6U  million  pounds  of  milk  in 
February  -  2  percent  less  than  in  February  1956  when  February  had  29  days.  However, 
considered  on  a  daily  basis,  the  current  February  output  was  1.5  percent  higher 
than  last  year  and  8.1  percent  higher  than  January,    The  increase  from  January  may 
be  compared  with  a  7.5  percent  increase  last  year  and  7.8  percent  for  January- 
February  19U6-55.    Per  capita  production  at  1.99  pounds  per  day  was  about  the  same 
as  February  last  year  but  3  percent  above  the  10-year  average. 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Marketing  area 

\\/  J anuary 

jj uecemuer 

3 /J anuary 

i-7Z>  1 

Jan.  1957  as  %  57 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Quantity 

M"fat 

test 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Jan. 
1956 

Dec. 
1956 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Perc ent 

0.1 

11.9 

Not  available 

Not  available 

0.1 

11.6 

0.2 

N.A. 

0.1 

N.A. 

89.1 

50.8 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass . . . 

0.8 

10.8 

Not  available 

Not  ave 

ilable 

0.1 

8.8 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

o.k 

11.2 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

2.2 

11.2 

21.8 

8.6 

U.U 

11.3 

203.2 

20.2 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio .6/. 

11.8 

11.2 

17. U 

li.U 

12.9 

11.2 

109.1 

7U.0 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

17.5 

11.0 

33.7 

10.9 

21.0 

11.0 

120.0 

62.5 

215.9 

12.1 

292.0 

10.7 

221.1+ 

12.1 

102.6 

75.8 

51.8 

10.6 

79.9 

10.9 

62.3 

10.6 

120.3 

78.0 

ll.lj 

12.6 

26.8 

10.1 

13.9 

12.5 

121.2 

51.6 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 

9.7 

11.  U 

12.1 

10.3 

9.1; 

11.9 

96.6 

78.0 

Minneapolis -St.  Paul , Minn, 

28.U 

11.9 

3U.7 

11.7 

29.5 

12.3 

10U.1 

85.2 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell,S ,D. . 

2.2 

13.1 

2.5 

12.2 

2.1 

13.1 

96.7 

86.9 

CedarRapids-IowaCity,Ia. . 

5.3 

12.5 

6.9 

11.2 

5.8 

12.3 

109.2 

8U.0 

2.2 

11.8 

2.6 

12.8 

2.1 

12.6 

9U.6 

80.2 

3.7 

11.5 

U.o 

10.9 

3.5 

11.5 

93.8 

86.1; 

Omaha-Lincoln -Council 

lil.2 

12.3 

17.  U 

11.7 

lU.2 

12.2 

99.6 

81.3 

lll.O 

11.8 

33.0 

9.U 

15.8 

11.7 

113.3 

U8.1 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 

9.2 

12.0 

21.1 

10.7 

10.7 

11.9 

116.6 

50.9 

Neosho  Valley, Kans . -Mo . . . 

U.6 

11.9 

6.3 

11.7 

5.5 

12.1 

117.6 

87.0 

5.0 

ll.li 

7.6 

11.6 

5.3 

11.6 

106.7 

70.1 

Appalac  hian , T  enn . -Va . -Ky . 

U.8 

12.1 

21.1 

7.8 

6.2 

11.2 

130.3 

29.  h 

0.2 

13  .U 

7.0 

3.7 

o.U 

13.3 

173.1 

5.3 

0.8 

12.3 

5.8 

7.7 

1.0 

12.3 

125.5 

16.7 

2.0 

11.5 

15.7 

8.1 

2.3 

11.5 

113.7 

1U.6 

0.6 

12.3 

0.9 

10.8 

0.7 

12.3 

103.8 

70.8 

5.1* 

12.1 

8.9 

11.6 

5.8 

12.0 

107.9 

65.5 

U.2 

12.2 

8.U 

11.3 

U.6 

12.0 

108.9 

5U.9 

6.3 

10.6 

6.5 

11.5 

6.6 

11.1* 

103.7 

101.5 

3.5 

12.0 

3.9 

11.9 

3.8 

11.6 

107.7 

96.2 

19.0 

12.2 

37.9 

10.0 

19.9 

12.1 

in),  < 

^2  h 

8.U 

12.1 

19.2 

11.1 

8.1 

12.2 

95.8 

U2.1 

2.8 

13.1 

3.0 

12.9 

3.1 

12.6 

109.1 

103.0 

12.6 

11.6 

20.5 

10.3 

13.3 

11.6 

105  .U 

65.1 

28.h 

11.6 

33.5 

11.9 

29.7 

11.7 

10U.7 

88.6 

Total  (32  markets)  5_/7/ 

508.6  8/11.8 

812. U  8/L0.6 

5U5.U  _8/il.Q 

107.2 

67.1 

1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  products  such  as  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  eggnog,  with  milkfat  content  higher 
than  whole  milk  and  lower  than  the  minimum  for  fluid  cream. 

3/  Preliminary. 

k/  Revised. 

5/    Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

2/    Akron  and  Stark  County  marketing  areas  merged  by  amendment  effective  February  1,  1957 
combined  for  comparability  throughout  year. 

7/    Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
8/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  tne  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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Table  13. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  fluid  cream  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


k/  January  1956 


Marketing  area 


Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

Springfield,  Mass  . . 

Worcester,  Mass.....  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio. 6/. 

Cleveland,  Ohio....  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minne apo li s -S t . Paul , Minn . 
SiouxFalls-Mitchell,  S.D. 
CedarRapids-IowaCity,Ia. . 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Iincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

KansasCity,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley, Kans . -Mo . . . 

Wichita,  Kans  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian, Tenn. -Va . -Ky 0 

Knoxville,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin-Waco,  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas.... 

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Central  Arizona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash.  

Total  (32  markets  )$Jj/ 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


^December 


Quantity 


22$L 


M  'fat 
test 


3/Januarv  1957 


Quantity 


M'fat 

test 


1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

Clal. 

Not  available 

Not  available 

2.8 

2U.5 

2.5 

2U.2 

99  8 

77  •  ^ 

o.3 

oA  o 

Not  available 

Hot  available 

O  T 

y.j. 

oA  ft 

Not  available 

Not^avaiiabie 

7  O 

i 

o£  a 

Not  available 

Not  available 

1.  7  A 

U9.1 

22.3 

U7.8 

22.3 

100.^ 

t;  o 

?.7 

00  0 

7.2 

22.8 

5.7 

22„2 

96.7 

•3),  c 

or»  i 

U2.0 

21.2 

35.U 

20.3 

102  0  6 

63.3 

21.3 

7U.5 

22.1 

62.9 

21.3 

99.3 

63.6 

19.6 

65.1 

20.  U 

57.U 

20.0 

90.2 

10  "5 

0)i  A 

1U.6 

25.1 

12.2 

2U.8 

99.0 

77  0" 

l.X 

.5-1-.7 

1.6 

31.0 

0.9 

29.7 

86.7 

OO  f\ 

07  n 

23.6 

28.1 

19.8 

27.5 

89.9 

r\  < 
U.p 

*37  0 

0.6 

35.U 

0.5 

35.9 

103.7 

J-.l 

oA  A 

1.2 

26.6 

0.9 

26.1 

8*7.1 

U.3 

oo  n 

o.U 

30.3 

0.2 

28  .U 

92.9 

7    m  7 

0.6 

30.0 

o.U 

29.U 

9U»0 

^  7 

oC  o 

U.6 

27.6 

3.U 

25.3 

91  6 

10. U 

on  o 

18.8 

21.3 

16.0 

19.3 

u  1  |1 

O  0 

d±.2 

10.  U 

23.1 

8.5 

21.5 

73  •  V 

n  Q 

1.0 

32.7 

0.7 

31.5 

77.3 

0  0 

.J. 

2.U 

2U.5 

1.9 

22.3 

8U.5 

)i  n 

?ll  ? 
d.U  o  C 

U.6 

2U.8 

3.7 

2U.2 

91 .3 

n  K 

0.6 

27.  U 

0.5 

25.9 

98.6 

j-.  j- 

26.  "3 

1.2 

28.3 

1.0 

27.0 

91.6 

?1  7 

£-1-0  1 

5.5 

23.1 

U.7 

21.7 

9^  2 

U.J 

o.U 

29.2 

0.3 

26.3 

9k  1 

74  o  J- 

2.5 

2U.6 

3.1 

26.6 

2.5 

2U.9 

100.6 

208 

2U.9 

3.2 

25.7 

2.7 

2U.5 

93.7 

2.5 

27.8 

2.6 

30.5 

2.0 

29.8 

80.6 

0.9 

22.6 

1.1 

2U.9 

0.7 

23.2 

76.8 

10.7 

25.3 

13.9 

28.6 

ll.fi 

27.6 

111.2 

l.U 

27.2 

1.9 

27.1 

l.U 

25.3 

103.5 

1.0 

28.5 

1.6 

30.9 

0.9 

29.0 

93.3 

2„6 

25.0 

3.8 

27.1 

3.1 

2U.8 

116.5 

15.7 

26.8 

18.3 

27.3 

1U.5 

27.0 

91.9 

3U0.3 

22.3 

382.2 

23.2 

326.8 

22. U 

96.0 

Jan.  1957  as  %  5/ 


Jan. 

1956 


Dec. 

1956 


Percent 


83.2 


97.3 
79.5 
8U.3 
8U.U 
88.1 
83.5 
56.0 
83.7 
78.3 
7U.3 
69.2 
6U.7 

7U.U 

85.1 
81.7 
69.8 
80.7 
80.3 
76.U 
85.6 
86.0 
68.7 
80.6 

82.5 
78.8 
6U.0 
85.2 
75.5 
58.0 
80.6 
79.1 


85.5 


1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/    Includes  sweet,  soured,  and  aerated  cream  meeting  minimtm  butterfat  standards. 
3/  Preliminary. 
U/  Revised, 

y    Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

6/    Akron  and  Stark  County  marketing  areas  merged  by  amendment  effective  February  1,  1957, 
combined  for  comparability  throughout  year0 

7/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  Ik. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons 
Average  daily  receipts 


Marketing  area 


Jan. 

1956  g/ 


Dec. 

Jan. 

1956  37 

1957  37 

Jan.1957 

as  %  of 
1956 


Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer 


Jan. 
1956  2/ 

Dec. 
1956  3/ 

Jan. 
1957  3/ 

Jan.1957 
as  %  of 
1956 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Percent 

35U 

373 

378 

107 

558 

606 

605 

108 

375 

371* 

381 

•102 

1*19 

1*28 

hhh 

106 

1*1*2 

U66 

U79 

108 

U36 

U06 

1*27 

98 

1*1*6 

1*52 

U63 

101* 

1,000 
pounds 


New  England: 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass . . . . 

Springfield,  Mass  .*..<>...• 

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  N.Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio.. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio. . 

Lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind..  

South  Bend-LaPorte,  Ind... 

Chicago,  111  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia  

Rockf ord-Freeport,  111. . . . 

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  

Upstate  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth-Superior,Minn. -Wis . 

Minneapolis -St. Paul, Minn. . 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,Ia. 

Dubuque,  Ia  

Sioux  City,  Ia  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo... 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,S.D. . 

Omaha -Lincoln -Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia  

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kans  

Wichita,  Kans  

South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri -State, Ky.-Ohio-W.Va. . . 

Wheeling,  W.  Va  


U,196 
13U 
1*19 
51*7 
317 

20,83U 
3,322 

1,25U 
1,089 
2,561 
793 
9l*7 
310 
708 
306 
398 
12,795 
593 
136 
U,720 
20U 
138 
1,1*58 

1*1*0 
1,956 
1*37 
121 
207 
1,256 
295 
1,527 
1*39 
81* 
70 

214 

873 
199 
ll*5 
U58 

197 
568 
373 


1,000 
pounds 

U,390 
ll*l 
1*12 
5D* 
323 

18,357 
3,232 

1,167 
1,099 
2,696 
762 
970 
28U 
69U 
235 
1*81* 
13,211 
618 
15U 
U,863 
210 
186 
1,536 

1*29 
2,1*01 

1*63 

136 

197 
1,326 

339 
1,689 

1*1*5 
95 
61* 

211 

866 
290 
16U 
525 

152 

527 
382 


1,000 

pounds  Percent 


U,U32 

na 

U16 
531 

325 

1*,021 
3,313 

1,185 
1,139 
2,673 
765 
983 
295 
721; 
251 
552 
lu, 056 
589 
166 
1,880 
208 
192 
1,607 

1*1*6 

2,5U4 

573 
1U9 
212 

1,315 
335 

1,788 
1*1*8 
93 
69 
229 

923 
285 
171 
521* 

151 
539 
371* 


106 
105 
99 
97 
103 

91 
100 

9h 

io5 
10U 

96 
10li 

95 
102 

82 
139 
110 

99 
122 
103 
102 
139 
110 

101 
130 
131 
123 
102 
105 
11U 
117 
102 
111 
99 
107 

106 
11*3 
118 
11U 

77 
95 
100 


365 
2U0 
3hh 
380 
378 
350 
377 
298 
U31 
597 
U82 
592 
373 
381 
279 
565 

282 
509 
5U3 
502 

425 
U39 
395 
380 
337 
553 
1*70 
629 

381 
U35 
1*29 
U93 

312 
250 
267 


362 
268 
365 
388 
U1U 

hoh 

279 
1*71 
626 
513 
617 
387 
1*13 
318 
652 

296 
615 
589 
537 
1*56 
1*77 
1*1*3 
1*11 
386 
635 
U81 
61*7 

399 
1*52 
511 
602 

309 
258 
280 


369 
277 
368 
395 
1*22 
357 
1*21* 
29U 
1*67 
665 
51*5 
668 
389 
U12 
331 
681* 

306 
658 
619 
582 
1*89 
1*78 
1*1*0 
1*31 
391 
619 
525 
695 

U28 
1*57 
533 
602 

307 
257 
275 


101 
115 
107 

10U 
112 

102 
112 
99 
108 
111 
113 
113 
10U 

108 
119 
121 

109 
129 
111* 
116 
115 
109 
111 
113 
116 
112 
112 
110 

112 
105 
12U 
122 

98 
103 
103 
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Table  lii. -Average  daily  receipts  of  irilk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  January  1957,  with  comparisons — Continued 


Average  daily  receipts 

Average  daily  receipts 

of  milk  from  producers  1/ 

per  producer 

Marketing  area 

Jan. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Jan. 1957 
as  %  of 

Jan. 

Dec. 

Jan. 

Jan. 195 7 
as  %  of 

1956  2/ 

1956  3/ 

1°57  3/ 

1956 

1956  2/ 

1956  3/ 

1957  3 / 

1956 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Percent 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Percent 

E.  South  Central: 

885 

993 

1,026 

116 

381 

U62 

U90 

129 

88 

95 

95 

108 

313 

375 

U08 

130 

Appalachian, Term. -Va. -Ky. . 

256 

336 

3U0 

133 

U56 

505 

509 

112 

381 

U51 

U58 

120 

U02 

UU3 

U50 

112 

578 

609 

517 

89 

U27 

506 

U91 

115 

510 

637 

652 

121 

358 

398 

U05 

113 

U03 

U27 

h9h 

123 

385 

U35 

UU5 

116 

W.  South  Central: 

105 

130 

127 

121 

h26 

U66 

U6h 

109 

328 

361 

U31 

131 

U58 

U5U 

h6k 

101 

865 

910 

973 

112 

3h7 

371 

399 

115 

25U 

290 

303 

119 

553 

597 

619 

112 

525 

587 

582 

111 

382 

U32 

U32 

113 

5ia 

611 

611 

113 

U38 

U8U 

U85 

111 

397 

37U 

390 

682 

776 

857 

126 

U37 

Ute 

U61 

105 

569 

631 

659 

116 

276 

270 

298 

108 

632 

79h 

877 

139 

2,058 

2,289 

2,3U2 

liU 

666 

709 

725 

109 

Ma 

U77 

513 

116 

9U8 

91U 

1,000 

105 

289 

330 

333 

115 

U9U 

5U5 

55i 

112 

Mountain: 

807 

911 

922 

llli 

1,725 

1,960 

2,013 

117 

Pacific : 

2,06H 

^,21;9 

2,217 

107 

5U6 

608 

601 

110 

80,556 

81,021 

83,697 

103.9 

U37 

U55 

1*72 

108.0 

1/    Excludes  producer-handlers  who  purchase  no  milk  from  ether  producers. 

2/  Revised. 

3/  Preliminary. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators, 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON  25,  D.  C. 


Penalty  for  private  use  to 
payment  of  postage  #300 


OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 


Agriculture-Washington 


FLUID  MILK  AND  CREAM  REPORT 
>  APRIL  1957 


April  17,  1957 


Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  April  made  about  the  usual  seasonal  decline 
at  both  producer  and  consumer  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
reported  today.    Prices  for  Class  I  milk  were  lower  in  38  markets,  or  about 
one  in  every  four  of  the  markets  carried  in  the  report.    Retail  prices  were 
lower  in  29  markets,  or  about  one  in  every  five  reporting.    On  the  other  hand, 
Class  I  prices  were  higher  in  two  markets  and  retail  prices  were  higher  in 
four  markets.    However,  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  a 
number  of  markets  and  will  not  be  published  until  next  month. 

The  average  single  quart  price  of  standard  grade  milk  delivered  to  homes 
in  25  cities  in  early  April  was  2U.6  cents  per  quart.    This  was  the  same  price 
as  in  March  but  1,3  cents  per  quart  higher  than  in  April  1956,    Compared  with 
March  the  single  quart  price  was  1  cent  higher  in  Hartford,  Conn,  but  one-half 
cent  per  quart  lower  in  Boston  and  Philadelphia  and  1  cent  lower  in  Pittsburgh, 
Compared  with  April  a  year  earlier,  the  single  quart  price  was  higher  in  21 
of  the  25  markets,  with  the  increase  as  high  as  2  cents  in  at  least  7  markets. 

The  dealers  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  in 
early  April  in  major  markets  over  the  country  averaged  $5,29  per  hundredweight. 
This  was  12  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  March  but  28  cents  'per  hundred- 
weight higher  than  April  1956.    This  may  be  compared  with  an  average  decline 
of  18  cents  per  hundredweight  for  the  period  in  the  years  1951-55, 

In  New  England,  the  early  April  Class  I  price  averaged  $5,71  cents  per 
hundredweight,  kO  cents  below  March  but  33  cents  higher  than  a  year  earlier. 
In  Augusta  and  Portland,  Maine,  prices  were  down  by  88  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  2  cents  per  quart  at  both  homes  and  stores. 
Prices  in  the  four  New  Hampshire  markets  and  the  five  Massachusetts  Federal 
Order  markets  were  UU  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  than  March  for  Class  I, 
Declines  of  1  cent  per  quart  were  reported  in  the  New  Hampshire  markets  at 
both  homes  and  stores.    In  Massachusetts  markets,  retail  prices  were  generally 
down  one  half  cent  per  quart  and  in  Vermont,  1  cent  per  quarto    Producer  prices 
in  Vermont  markets  are  not  currently  determined.    In  Newport  and  Providence, 
R,  I, j  Class  I  prices  were  down  hk  cents  per  hundredweight  and  retail  prices 
were  lower  by  1  cent  per  quart,    Hartford,  Conn,  reported  a  1  cent  per  quart 
increase  in  retail  prices  but  no  change  in  the  Class  I  level. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  region,  dealers 1  buying  prices  in  early  April 
averaged  $5»9U  per  hundredweight,  23  cents  below  March  but  5U  cents  higher 
than  April  1956,    The  important  New  York  City  market  reported  a  decline  of 
26  cents  per  hundredweight  in  the  Class  I  price  but  no  change  in  retail 
prices.    In  Binghamton,  N,  Y,,  Class  I  prices  were  lower  but  prices  at  retail 
levels  were  unchanged.    In  Trenton,  N,  J,,  Class  I  prices  were  unchanged  but 
retail  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower.    Of  the  markets  carried  for 


U.     S.     DEPARTMENT    OF    A  G  R  I.  CULTURE 


(Continued  on  page  9) 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
Da  1-3(4-57) 


Crop  Reporting  Board 
Washington,  D.  C. 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions* 
April  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Per  hundredweight  -  3.5$  fatj  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Regie* 

Markets 

April 
1956 

March 

1957 

April  1957 

Range 

Are  rage 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

17 

5*38 

en 

4.02-6.32 

5.71 

16 

5.40 

•6.17 

3.90-6.25 

5.94 

East  North  Central  

25 

4.10 

•4.27 

3.69-5.18 

4.32 

20 

4.14 

•4.33 

3.36-5 .00 

4.13 

26 

6.12 

6.28 

4.67-7.19 

6.27 

12 

4.89 

5.07 

3.87-6.18 

5.03 

15 

5.42 

•5.50 

4.28-5.95 

5.27 

13 

5.60 

5.75 

4.20-6.04 

5.74 

12 

4.92 

5.31 

5.07-6.05 

5.31 

156 

5.01 

5.41 

3.36-7.19 

5.29 

l/  In  some  markets  the  prices  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  cream  are  the  same.  Includes  Class  I 
j  rices, 


base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 

Qj  |     t  m  ^  gi  . 


Table  h*  Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  per  single  quart 
delivered  to  homes  in  2$  cities,  April,  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55 
Apr.  av« 


Apr. 

Mar. 

1956 

1957 

Apr. 
1957 


Markets 


1951-55 
Apr.  av. 


Apr. 

Mar.  ~ 

1956 

1957 

Apr. 
1957 


Boston.  Mass  

Hartford*  Conn... 
New  York,  N.  Y... 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa... 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Indianapolis*  ind 
Chicago,  111..... 
Detroit,  Mioh.... 
Milwaukee,  Wis.... 
Minneapolis  ,Minn2/ 
Kansas  City,  Mo.T 
Qnaba,  Nebr.  


22.6 

23-23$ 

25$ 

24.0 

25 

26 

24.4 

25 

27 

22.3 

23 

Z5x 

23.2 

24 

26$ 

20.0 

21 

22 

21.4 
24.7 

22 
25-27$ 

Z5$-28 

21.7 

24 

24 

20.2 

20 

19.4 

21 

22$ 

21.6 

23 

23 

20.4 

a 

22 

25 
27 
27 
24 
2 
22 


Baltimore,  Md. . . 
Washington,  D.  C 
Jacksonville,  fla 

Louisville,  Ky. • 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Dallas,  Texas... 

23    (Denver,  Colo  

25$-28$SaltLakeClty,Utah 
Seattle,  Wash. . . 
P  ortland,  Ore ... 
SanFranoisco, CaMf . 
L  ot Angel® s » Calif • i 
25  cities  average! 


24 

22£ 

23 

22 


23.5 
23.7 
26.6 
23.4 
25.5 
23.7 
23.4 
21.4 
21.2 
21.9 
21.6 
21.6 
22.5 


24 

25 

27 

23 

26$ 

24 

24 

22$ 


25 
26 
27 
25 
26 
26 
25 
23 
24 


25 
26 
27 
25 
26 
26 
25 
23 
24 


23       25,  25 
21$  2/24$  2/24$ 
21$  "Z/23  1/23 
23.3"  24.6  24.6 


if   "Standard  grade"  is  grade  oommonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to" differences  in  determining  factors.    The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 

2j   In  markets  having  a  service  charge  on  the  first  unit  at  each  single  delivery  location,  the 
charge  has  been  divided  between  2  quarts.  Since  the  single  quart  concept  used  historically  is 
based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  charge 
represents  a  two  quart  purchase. 

(Continued  from  page  l) 

Pennsylvania,  Class  I  prices  were  generally  down  from  30  to  U8  cents  per  hundred- 
weight for  Class  I  milk  and  l/2  to  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail  levels.  Exceptions 
were  in  Harrisburg  where  C]ass  I  prices  were  17  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  but 
retail  prices  were  unchanged,  and  Scranton  which  reported  no  change  in  Class  I 
prices  but  an  increase  of  l/2  cent  per  quart  at  retail.    Erie  reported  no  changes. 

In  the  East  North  Central  area,  dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  in 
early  April  averaged  $li.32  per  hundredweight.    This  was  5  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  March  and  22  cents  per  hundredweight  higher  than  a  year  earlier.    In  the 

(Continued  on  page  11) 
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Table  6. -Re tail  price a  for  oottage  cheese  in  April  1957 


Cities 


Boston,  Mass*  

Providence,  R.  1  

Hartford*  Conn  

Buffalo,  N.  Y  

New  York  City  

Rochester,  N.  Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati,  Ohio. . . . . . 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Indianapolis,  Ind  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

Des  Moines,  Iowa  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-ians* 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Omaha,  Nebr  

Baltimore,  Md  •>• 

Washington,  D.  C  

Richmond,  Va  

Charlotte,  N.  C*  

Miami,  Fla  

Louisville,  Ky  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Birmingham,  Ala*  

New  Orleans,  La....... 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.** 

Dallas,  Tex  

£1  Paso,  Tex  

Cheyenne,  Wyo  

Denver ,  Colo.*..  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah*. 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Oreg  

Los  Angeles,  Calif.... 
San  Francisco,  Calif* • 


Pound  packages 


To  homes   |  At  stores 


Cents 

35-35^ 

35 
31-33 
29-31 

35 

28 


31 

3/23 

26 
28 

25 
23-25 
30 
29 


27 


31 
29 


26 
31 

35 


29 
32 
35 
30-31 
32 


Cents 

31 

32-33 
24-25 

23-29 


3/23 
~  29 
23-27 


23 
28 
28 


26 
29 


22 
31-35 


28 
32 
25-35 

29-32 


12-02.  package 


To  homes    At  stores 


Cents 


Cents 


— 

- 

25 

24 

— 
— 
— 

— 

19-23 
— 

— 

26i 

— 
— 

— 

— 

23 

23 

33 
— 

24$»28 
— 

23 

22-23 

2fi 
lu 

2t 

24 

21 

19-20 

25 

22 

24 

23-24 

27 

27 

28 

26-29 

25 

— 

25 

25 

23-25 

20 

25 

25 

26 

26 

26 

25 

22-23 

23 

21 

27 

24-27 

22 

27 

25 

OthT  paokages 
To  homes  |At  stores 


Cents 


Cents 
18 


l/20i 


A/53 


4/57  4/57-59 

1/17  lA* 
5/125 


4/61  4/61 


1/   8-oz.  package. 

"2/   14^-oz.  package. 

"%J   Per  pound  for  5  or  more* 


2-pound  package. 
5-pound  package. 


(Continued  from  page  9) 

greater  Chicago  marketing  area,  Class  I  prices  were  up  16  cents  per  hundredweight. 
Chicago  retail  prices  were  generally  l/2  cent  per  quart  higher  at  both  homes  and 
stores.    Gary,  Ind.  pricd5 increased  from  l/2  cent  to  1  cent  per  quart.    In  Alton, 
111.  the  Class  I  price  was  down  53  cents  per  hundredweight  and  prices  at  homes 
and  stores  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower.    Springfield,  111.  reported  a  15>  cent 
decrease  in  the  Class  I  price  but  no  change  in  home  delivery  prices.    Prices  in 
Battle  Creek,  Mich,  were  reported  30  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  for  Class  I 
milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  lower  at  both  homes  and  stores.    In  Grand  Rapids,  Mich«* 
a  Class  I  decrease  of  h2  cents  per  hundredweight  was  accompanied  by  a  1  cent 
decline  in  home  delivery  prices  but  no  change  at  stores. 

In  the  VJest  North  Central  area,  dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk 
averaged  U4.I3  per  hundredweight  in  early  April.    This  was  20  cents  lower  than 
March  and  1  cent  below  April  a  year  ago.    Winona,  Minn,  reported  Class  I  prices 

(Continued  on  page  11 ) 
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TABLE  7.  --MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  FEBRUARY  1957 


Marketing  area 

Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 

Bss6  price 
at  basic 

Excess 
price 
at  basic 
test 

Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 

Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

New  England: 

3.7 

4.78 

7.4 

4.  63 

— 

— 

5.70 

3.7 

•  6.29 

7.4 

6. 14 

V.'. 

6.  31 

Merrimack  Valley, Mass,  ,City  plants 

3.7 

5.  92 

7.4 

5.77 

6.  24 

3.7 

5.  77 

7.4 

5.  62 

— 

— 

6.24 

3.7 

5.  98 

7.4 

5.83 



— 

6.24 

... 

Middle  Atlantic: 

0.  0 

A  AQ 
4.  4o 

0.  0 

A  AQ 

S  71 
0.  1  ± 

4.  0 

*  5.  20 

5.  0 

4.  95 

5.  39 

E.  North  Central; 

3.5 

4.  49 

7.6 

4.49 

--- 

— 

4.  58 

3.  5 

4.  04 

7.6 

4.  04 



— 

4.44 

3.5 

4.35 

7.5 

4.  35 



— 

4.63 

3.5 

4.44 

7.3 

4.44 



— 

4.53 

3.5 

4.16 

7.1 

4.16 



— 

4.43 

3.5 

*  4.  07 

7.7 

4.  07 





4.29 

O.  0 

•  a  97 

1.  u 

4  97 

4  4"} 

3  S 
O.  O 

4  fl8 
*x.  UO 

a  8 

4  f>8 

4  43 

South  RpnH  — 1  a  Portp 

3  5 

3.  89 

7  1 

3.  89 

4.  19 

3.5 

3!  58 

7.1 

— 

— 

3.  99 

3.5 

3.  60 

7.5 

3.  60 



— 

4.19 

D/v l/fr\rn  -Prponnrl*     Til      C~Lt  A 

tiucKiuru  rrccpuri,          vji,  a. a 

o#  O 

9  8  S 
0.  0  o 

'.  J. 

3  8S 
0.  OO 

1  /4  m 

1  /  ft.  Ul 

T"\  ptrni  t  X4i/"»n 

4.  1 4 

6.  5 

4  14 

rr.  _L*x 

4  20 

3  54 

374  36 

t/ *±.  uu 

Mn<Upc7on  K/fipli 

3. 5 

4.  35 

6.  5 

4.  35 

4. 46 

3'.  45 

—  4.  62 

T Trictd  tp  K4i  r*hi oan 

3  5 

*  4  27 

6.  5 

4  27 

4.  50 

3  s 

*  3  77 

0.  1  1 

7  1 

3  77 

3  95 

■\a/     Mnrfrn  Ppntral  • 

f  11 1  li  1  t"h  —  Qn r*£»ri c\t     X4inn    —  \a/ic 

3  s 

0.  0 

3  7fi 

7  4 

3  7fi 

4  35 

rr.  00 

XAinn  c* q  r\/~\1  i c  —  Q 1"     D  q  1 1 1      X/^  1  nn 

3  5 

"\  fifl 

7  4 

3  fin 

3  81 

■3  1  fi 
0.  j.  0 

^  8Q 
0.  0  y 

oHor  Dq  r\i  rl  c  —  T        0   f  it"\r      T Q 

0.  0 

3  49 

7  1 

3  49 

3  99 

O.  oV 

niihnniip  Ta 

0.  o 

o.  OO 

7  1 

3  S3 

4  f)Q 

Qir\n v  f  1  t\r  Ta 

3  s 

4  f)1 

7  n 

4  m 

4/4.  55 

If  ancac  f~"\ t\t     \Ac\    —  \C an c 

0.  0 

4  31 

fi  3 

4  19 

4  41 

3  51 

—  4^  37 

MpoqIho  VpIIpv     If  anQ  —l^n 

4  0 

4  44 
*±.  **** 

7  1 

4.  09 

4.  57 

St    I  mi  is  Mo 

3.  5 

4.  09 

6.  8 

4.  09 

4!  28 

0*7a  rkc     \4  o    —  A  rl/ 

3  5 

3  89 

6  8 

3.  82 

4.  01 

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

3.5 

5.  04 

7.0 

5!  04 

5.  23 

2.  93 

b'.  40 

3.5 

*  4.51 

9.1 

4.  51 

- — - 

~  

4.  65 

OIUUA   1  alio     1V11  ll^lK-'J.X ,     Oe  J-/*  •  ••••••• 

3  5 

3.  83 

7.  0 

3.  83 

4. 40 

in   -fnitn  Rlnffc  Mphr  -Ta 

3  8 

4.  20 

7  0 

3.  99 

4/4.  53 

Topeka.  Kans 

3. 8 

4!  11 

6.  3 

3!  92 

4.  25 

3. 15 

~  4.  37 

3. 8 

4  47 

7  1 

4.  26 

4.  96 

VtfipViita  Ifan^ 

3  8 

4.  57 

7  1 

4.  36 

4.  73 

3.  29 

4!  97 

South  Atlantic: 

4.  0 

*  5. 18 

5.  5 

4.  91 

5.  24 

y-»  1  _  _  1  1                      T  ,  T        f  7  . 

3.  5 

4.  91 

7.  b 

4.  91 

0.  UU 

Tri -State  area,  Ky.  -Onio-w.  Va. , . 

3.  5 

9  4.  65 

7. 1 

4#  DO 

O  lA  QA 

Z/4. 04 

nl,,  n£z  «1  J        1.7        If.           T7  - 

4.  0 

t   c   n  a 
*  t)#  /0 

/.  1 

0.  OO 

O.  OD 

T.H___1;          _           T.I           T  7  _ 

3.  5 

4.  b2 

7.  b 

4.  0^ 

4.  10 

Q  8 

A  97 

D.  u 

*x#  UO 

4  50 

Paducah  Ky 

3.  5 

4.  69 

6.  5 

4.  69 





4.85 

Appalachian,  Term.,  Va,  &  Ky. ... 

4.0 

•  5.  45 

7.0 

5.10 

5.  36 

4.0 

4.90 

7.1 

4.  55 

4/4.  98 

4.0 

4.65 

7.1 

4.  30 

7/4.  61 

4.  0 

•  5.12 

6.  5 

4.80 

4.94 

4.0 

•  4. 40  . 

7.2 

4.04 

4.54 

4.0 

5.  54 

7.0 

5.19 

5.  62 
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TABLE  7.  —(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  FEBRUARY  1957 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5°/o  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°}o  test 
per  cwt. 


W   South  Central: 

fort  Smith,  Ark.  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone. .. . 

Shreveport,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex.  ,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Chris  ti,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific-. 

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho  


Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

4.  0 

5.  01 

7.1 

4.  66 

5.  23 

3.  23 

5.  20 

4.  0 

5.14 

7.0 

4.79 

5.29 

4. 12 

4/4.  94 

A  0 

*  ^  ^A 

6  Q 

A  QQ 

—  6.  02 

4.  0 

*  6.  04 

7.0 

5.  69 

6.11 

5.62 

5!  76 

A  0 
*±m  \j 

A  T\ 

7  1 

4  38 

4  91 

3.  24 

4.  86 

A  fi7 

7  1 

A  "V) 

A  CM 
jt#  Orr 

*3  97 

A  8fl 
*±.  0  \j 

A  0 

D.  O 

s  fin 

T  4fi 

3/5.  94 

4.  0 

5.  67 

7.1 

5.  32 

~  5!  80 

4.0 

*  6.32 

7.0 

5.  97 

6.  31 

4.  0 

5.17 

6.  0 

4.87 

4/5.55 

4.  0 

6.16 

6.5 

5.  84 

5.  97 

4.0 

5.  60 

7.0 

5.  25 

5.  52 

3.8 

5.89 

9.8 

5.  59 

6.  23 

3.  04 

4/6.  02 

4.0 

4.74 

7.4 

4.37 

4.84 

3.39 

4/  4.  99 

4.0 

5.  21 

7.6 

4.83 

5.  53 

3.  40 

1/  5. 19 

*  Individual -Handler  pool.   Weighted  average  of  handler's  prices. 
1/Prices  shown  are  for  Rockford  plants;  Freeport  plants:  Blend  $3.  79;  Class  I  $3.  97 
"^/Huntington  plants. 

37Austin  7.  5#  and  Waco  22.  5#  less,  respectively. 

^/Negotiated  price  (does  not  include  bulk-tank  pickup  premiums): 

Detroit  $5. 35  Knoxville  $4. 86         Central  Arizona 

Sioux  City  4. 89         Central  Arkansas         5. 00         Puget  Sound 

Omaha -Lin. -C.  Bluffs      4.91  Austin  6.27         Inland  Empire 

Chattanooga  5.18  North  Texas  5.95 


$6.  02 
5.50 
5.66 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 


TABLE  8.  --NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS,  FEBRUARY -MARCH  1957  1/ 


City 

Net  blended  price 
paid  for  3.  5°Jo 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 

Mon  th 

Dealers'  buying 
price  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Providence,  R.  I  

6.  23 

February 

6.  62 

Hartford -New  Haven - 

Bridgeport,  Conn  

5.  63 

February 

6.  32 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

5/  5.  40 

February 

6.34 

Evansville,  Ind  

4. 12 

February 

4.54 

Baltimore,  Md  

4.69 

March 

5.  50 

Washington,  D.  C  

3/  4.  65 

March 

6.  62 

Richmond,  Va  

~  5.29 

March 

6.  25 

Charleston,  W.  Va  

5.27 

February 

5.  53 

Denver,  Colo  

4/  5.14 

March 

5.  95 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  

4.72 

March 

5.  74 

1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I  -Milk  for  fluid  consumption  2/  F.  O.  B.  CITY  unless  indicated  otherwise. 

Class  II  -Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained  37  Excludes  400  quality  premium. 

for  fluid  consumption.  ?/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  73. 

Class  III  -Milk  used  in  manufactured  dairy  ![/  January  blend  $5.  495  instead  of  $5.  34. 

and  IV  products. 
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Table  9. -Fluid  milk  prioe  changes,  .April  1957  1/ 


Markets  by 
geographio 
divisions 


Dealers'  buying  prices  f.o.b. 
oity,  Class  I  milk  (3.5%  fat) 


Apr. 
1956 


Mar. 

1957 


Apr. 
1957 


Retail  prioes  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


Apr. 

Mar. 

1956 

1957 

Cents 

uenxs 

22-23 

22§- 

24T 

22* 

24r 

20 

22 

20 

22-23 

23-23i 

25i 

24-24* 

22i 

24i 

23 

26 

22i 

24i 

24 

25 

25 

26 

Apr. 
1957 


MEW  ENGLAMDi 

Aug.  &  Ptld,  Maine  

Conoord,  N.  H  

Man.-NaBhua-Ptsraouth*  N«H. 

Bellows  Falls,  Vt  

Burlington,  Vt..  

Boston,  Mass......  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Lowell-Lawrence,  Mass  

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass....  

Newport  &  Providence,  R»I« 
Hartford,  Conn.. ......... . 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC: 

Binghamton,  N.  Y.  

New  York,  N.  Y« ........... 

Trenton,  N.  J............. 

Harrisburg,  Pa............ 

Johnstown,  Pa.......  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Reading,  Pa.....  

S  crant  co,  Pa  

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

Gary,  ind....  

Alton,  111  

Chicago,  111  

Springfield,  111.....  

Battle  Creek*  Mich.  

Grand  Rapids,  Mi oh. ....... 

Winona,  Minn*  

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL: 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Springfield,  Me  

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 
Wilmington,  Del  

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 

Pcduoah,  Ky  

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark...  *• 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa,  Okla.  

Austin,  Teas  

Dallas,  Texas  

El  Paso,  Tessas  

Houston,  Texas  


Dollars 


5.17 
5.15 
5.15 
3.86 
3.86 
5.15 
5.44 
5.15 
5.15 
5.15 
6.19 
5.90 


3.73 
5.40-5.69 
5.07 
5.30 
5.35 
5.04 
5.60 
5.55 


3.68 
3.86 
3.68 
4.00 
4.40 
4.50-4.65 
3.55 


4.08 
4.00 


4.65 


3.74 


4.57 
4.82 
4.97 
5.56 
5.24 
5.65-5.75 
5.65 


Dollars 


6.49 

6.02 
6.02 
4.52 
4.52 
6.02 
6.09 
6.02 
6.02 
6.02 
6.40 
6.32 


4.40 
6.25-6.54 
5.87 
5.70 
6.00 
5.80 
6.34 
6.25 
5.75 


3.77 
4.08 
3.77 
4.00 
5.10 
5.07-5.30 
3.84 


4.30 
4.03 


5.24 


4.83 


5.17 
4.98 
4.81 
5.62 
5.32 
6.15 
5.87 


Dollars 

5.61 
5.58 
5.58 
N.D. 
N.D. 
5.58 
5.65 
5.58 
5.58 
5.58 
5.96 
6.32 


4.25 
5.99-6.28 
5.87 
5.53 
5.60 
5.50 
6.07 
5.80 
5.75 


3.93 
3.55 
3.93 
2/  3.85 
"  4.80 
3/  4.65 
7/  3.58 


3.77 
3.73 


4.84 


3.87 


4.70 
4.70 
4.26 
5.27 
4.95 
5.95 
5.87 


Cents 


23 

22|- 
23 

23i- 


25-27 

25-27i 

22 

19 
20-21 

20 


22-24 
23 


23 


24 


23 
26 
26 
25 
24 
25 
24 


26-27 

251-28 
23-24 

22 
22-23£ 

21 


24* 
24 


25 


25 


24 

26 
26 
26 
26 
26 
27 


3/  26-28 

25^281 
23-24 
21 

3/  21-22$ 
*  21 


,  23* 
3/  23 


24 


3/  20 


2/ 


24 

26 
26 
25 
26 
26 
26 


All  changes  effeotive  April  1 
Effective  date  not  reported. 
Effeotive  dates: 

March  25  -  Gary 

March  18  -  Grand  Rapids 

March  22  -  Springfield,  Mo. 

Maroh  28  -  Paducah 

April    5  -  Austin 


unless  otherwise  noted. 
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(Continued  from  page  11) 


26  cents  per  hundredweight  below  March  but  retail  prices  unchanged.  Prices 
in  St.  Louis,  Mo.  were  reported  53  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  for  Class  I 
milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  lower  at  both  homes  and  stores.    The  Springfield^  Mo. 
Class  I  price  was  reported  down  30  cents  per  hundredweight.    Home  delivery 
prices  were  down  1  cent  per  quart  but  no  change  was  reported  in  store  prices. 
In  the  greater  Kansas  City  market.  Class  I  prices  in  early  April  were  12  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  than  a  month  earlier.    Unsettled  conditions  during 
the  month  resulted  in  a  decline  of  h  cents  per  quart  in  home  delivery  prices 
and  5  cents  per  quart  at  stores  on  March  19.    However,  by  the  26th  of  the 
month  home  delivery  prices  had  returned  to  the  March  level  but  store  prices 
were  still  1  cent  per  quart  less  than  in  early  March, 

In  the  South  Atlantic  States,  the  average  price  for  Class  I  milk  was 
$6.27  per  hundredweight,  1  cent  lower  than  March  but  15  cents  above  April 
195-6 .    The  Wilmington,  Del.  Class  I  price  was  hO  cents  per  hundredweight 
below  March  and  home  delivery  prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower.  Store 
prices  in  this  market  varied  but  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower  on  the  average. 

In  the  East  South  Central  region,  Class  I  prices  averaged  $5.03  per 
hundredweight,  h  cents  lower  than  March  but  lU  cents  higher  than  April  last 
year.    The  most  pronounced  change  in  this  region  was  in  Paducah,  Ky.  where 
the  Class  I  price  was  down  96  cents  per  hundredweight.    Following  unsettled 
conditions  in  this  market,  home  delivery  prices  in  early  April  were  5  cents 
per  quart  less  than  in  March.    Store  prices  were  reported  unchanged.    Class  I 
prices  in  both  Memphis  and  Nashville,  Term,  were  reported  10  cents  per 
hundredweight  below  March.    Retail  prices  in  both  these  markets  were 
unchanged. 

In  the  West  South  Central  area,  the  Class  I  buying  price  in  early  April 
was  $5«27  per  hundredweight.    This  was  23  cents  lower  than  March  and  15  cents 
less  than  April  1956.    In  Fort  Smith  and  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  Class  I  prices 
were  down  1|7  and  10  cents  per  hundredweight  respectively  but  retail  prices 
were  unchanged.    In  Oklahoma  City  andTulsa,,  Okla.  Class  I  prices  were  28 
cents  and  53  cents  per  hundredweight,  respectively,  lower  than  March  but 
resale  prices  were  reported  unchanged.    Austin,  Texas  reported  declines  of 
35  cents  per  hundredweight  for  Class  I  milk  and  1  cent  per  quart  at  retail. 
Dallas,  Texas  prices  were  reported  37  cents  per  hundredweight  lower  for 
Class  I  milk  but  retail  prices  were  unchanged.    El  Paso,  Texas  reported  a 
decline  of  20  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Class  I  prices  but  no  change  at 
retail  levels.    In  Houston,  Texas, Class  I  prices  were  unchanged  but  retail 
prices  were  1  cent  per  quart  less  than  in  early  March. 

In  the  Mountain  States  Class  I  buying  prices  averaged  $5,7h  per  hundred- 
weight in  early  April.    This  was  1  cent  lower  than  March  but  was  lk  cents  per 
hundredweight  higher  than  April  a  year  earlier.    The  principal  change  in  this 
region  was  a  6  cent  per  hundredweight  decrease  in  the  Class  I  price  in  the 
Central  Arizona  marketing  area.     Retail  prices  in  Phoenix  and  Tucson  were 
reported  unchanged. 

On  the  Pacific  coast,  dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  averaged 
$5.31  per  hundredweight,  unchanged  from  March  but  39  cents  per  hundredweight 
higher  than  a  year  earlier.    Also  no  changes  from  March  were  reported  in 
retail  prices  for  the  markets  in  this  region. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  FEBRUARY  1957  WITH  COMPARISONS 

February  whole  milk  sales  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  February  1957  in  37  Federal  Order 
markets  were  2.6  percent  above  February  of  last  year  and  O.U  percent  above 
January  1957*  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Twenty-seven 
of  the  37  markets  in  which  in-area  sales  are  available  showed  higher  sales 
than  last  year,  with  10  markets  showing  increases  of  at  least  5  percent.  Sales 
were  at  about  the  same  level  as  last  year  in  5  markets,  but  were  lower  in  the 
other  5  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first  two  months  of  1957  were 
3.3  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in  1956,  with  33  of  the  37  markets 
showing  higher  sales.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  whole  milk  products 
in  31  of  the  37  markets  was  3»56  percent  in  February,  compared  with  an  average 
fat  test  of  3»58  percent  in  both  January  1957  and  February  1956*    The  average 
fat  test  of  whole  milk  sold  by  markets  ranged  from  3«28  percent  in  the  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  City  market  to  3*80  percent  in  Memphis,  Tennessee. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area  average  daily  sales  of  whole 
milk  (on  a  milk  equivalent  basis)  during  February  were  3»1  percent  higher  than 
February  a  year  earlier  and  0.9  percent  above  this  year.    On  a  cumulative  basis, 
sales  for  January  and  February  1957  were  2.7  percent  above  the  same  period  in 
1956.    In  the  remaining  36  markets,  the  sales  of  whole  milk  were  2»h  percent 
higher  than  February  a  year  earlier  and  0.3  percent  above  January. 

Skim  milk  products  sales  above  February  1956 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  February  1957  in  36  of 
the  37  markets  (New  York  City  excluded)  were  5«9  percent  greater  than  February 
of  last  year  and  U.2  percent  greater  than  in  January  this  year.    Thirty  of  the 
36  markets  reported  skim  sales  above  February  of  last  year,  with  12  markets 
showing  increases  of  over  10  percent.    Six  markets  reported  decreases.  Compared 
with  January,  skim  product  sales  during  February  were  higher  in  26  of  the  36 
markets,  about  the  same  in  2,  but  were  lower  in  8  markets.    Cumulative,  January- 
February  1957  sales  averaged  6.1  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in 
1956,  with  30  of  the  36  markets  showing  higher  sales  than  a  year  earlier.  Six 
markets  reported  decreases.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  milk  products  sold 
during  the  month  of  February  was  1.53  percent  as  compared  with  1.50  percent 
in  February  a  year  earlier  and  1.5U  percent  in  January.    The  average  fat  test 
by  markets  ranged  from  0„5ii  percent  in  Puget  Sound,  Washington  to  2.39  percent 
in  the  Neosho  Valley,  Kansas-Missouri  market. 

Half-and-half  sales  higher  than  last  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (half-and-half)  during 
February  in  32  of  the  37  Federal  Order  markets  (U  Massachusetts  markets  and 
New  York  excepted)  were  h»h  percent  above  February  1956  but  about  the  same  as 
January  1957c    Sales  were  higher  than  February  last  year  in  23  of  the  32 
markets,  and  lower  in  9  markets.    Compared  with  January,  sales  were  higher  in 
13  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first  2  months  of  the  year  were 
5.9  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in  1956.    The  average  milkfat 
test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  during  February  was  11.8  percent  as  compared 
with  the  same  percent  in  both  February  1956  and  January  1957 • 

(Continued  on  page  19) 
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Table  lO.-Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  February  1957 ,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Marketing  area 


3/  February  1956 


Quantity 


M '  fat 

test 


2/  January  1957 


Quantity 


M'fat 

test 


2/February  195  7.[Feb.  1957  as  %ly  Jan  .-Feb. 

1957  of 
1956  V 


Quantity 


M'fat 

test 


Feb. 
1956 


Jan. 
1957 


Boston,  Mass. 5/...-  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass. 6/  

Worcester,  Mass. 6/7  

Mew  York,  N.Y.8/7  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co . , Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa. .. . 
Minneap  olis-St.Paul,Minn.. 
Sioux  Falls -Mitchell, S.D. . 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City, la. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Lin  coln-C  o  unci 1 

Bluff s,Nebr.- Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Kansas  City,Mo.-Kans.9/. . . 
Heosho  Valley, Kans.-Mo. 9/. 

Wichita,  Kans.9/  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian, Tenn-Va-Ky . £/. 

Knoxville,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark. 9/  

Oklahoma  City,  0kla.9/. . . . 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin-Waco,  Tex. 9/  

Corpus  Christi,  Tex  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex  

Texas  Panhandle  

Central  Arizona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash. 9/  

Total  (37  markets)  h/ 


1,000 
pounds 

2,015 
112 
286 
1*23 
290 
8,883 
2,030 
71*1 
1,691 
5,095 
3,198 
855 
231 
1,161; 
68 
129 
■56 
85 

1*08 
1,110 
758 
175 
2l*6 
593 
156 

219 
353 
7h 
323 
313 
356 
183 

1,133 
377 
193 
618 

1,175 


Pet. 

3.85 
3.72 
3.78 
7/3.70 
7/3.72 
3.55 
3.76 
3.52 
3.60 
3.51 
3.5L* 
3.53 
3.1*6 
3.52 
3.U 
3.39 
3.U8 
3.32 

3.61 
3.1*5 
3.52 
3.59 
3.36 
3.72 
3.81 
3.69 
3.8U 
3.61* 
3.71 
3.66 
3.67 
3.98 
3-7U 
3.62 
3.62 
3.56 
3.52 


1,000 
pounds 

2,067 
111; 
29U 

297 

9,079 
2,008 
769 
1,821 
5,103 
3,13k 
889 
223 
1,197 
68 
131* 
55 
83 

1*09 
1,138 
78U 
187 
25U 
591 
167 
226 
363 
81 
353 
336 
31*8 
190 
1,180 
395 
219 
665 
1,205 


Pet., 

N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
3.56 
3.77 
3.52 
3.59 
3.52 
3.59 
3.51 
3.1*8 
3.52 
3.1*2 

3. HO 
3.32 

3.58 
3-U3 
3.U9 
3.60 
3.3U 
3.73 
3.78 
3.73 
3.80 
3.62 
3.72 
3.63 
3.67 
3.86 
3.58 
3.55 
3.55 
3.51* 
3.55 


1,000 
pounds 

2,061 
112 

296 

1*1*3 
298 
9,162 
2,023 

756 
1,837 
5,119 
3,203 
899 
222 
1,212 
67 
150 
57 
83 

1*10 

l,13li 
770 
181* 
253 
59U 
165 
221; 
359 
82 
3U5 

327 

31*3 
191 

1,181 
1*03 
209 
669 

1,191+ 


Pet. 

N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
3.52 
3.76 
3.52 
3.58 
3.5o 
3.53 
3.50 
3.U7 
3.52 
3.39 
3.28 
3.1*0 
3.32 

3.56 
3.1il 
3.h& 
3.51* 
3.32 
3.73 
3.76 
3.69 
3.80 
3.52 
3.72 
3.60 
3.65 
3.79 
3.62 
3.55 
3.56 
3.51* 
3.51* 


Pet. 

102.3 
100.2 
103.6 
101*.  8 
102.8 
103.1 

99.7 
102.0 
108.6 
100.5 
100.1 
105.1 

95.9 
lOlwl 

98.5 
115.7 
101.8 

97.1* 

100.5 
102.2 
101.5 
105.2 
103.1 
100.2 
106  .k 
102.2 
101.9 
110.9 
106.7 
10U.3 
9605 
10U.2 
10l*.2 
106.9 
108.1 
108.!* 
101.6 


Pet. 

99.7 

98.6 
100.9 

99.8 
100.5 
100.9 
100.7 

98.3 
100.9 
100.3 
102.2 
101.1 

99.1* 
101.3 

99.2 
111.7 
103.2 

99.9 

100.1* 
99.7 
98.2 
98.5 
99.6 

100.1* 
98.9 
99.U 
99.1 

100.8 
97.6 
97.2 
98.5 

100.6 

100.1 

102.0 
95.5 

100.7 
99.1 


Pet. 
103.0 
102.1 
103.7 
106.7 
103.2 
102.7 
101.2 
303.9 
109.0 
101.9 
100.3 
106.6 

98.5 
103.7 

99.1* 
110.5 
102.9 

96.6 

101.1* 
10l*.l 
lOlul 
106.9 
10l*.2 
101. 0 

111.3 
103.8 
102.8 
111.7 
108.6 
107.9 
98.1 
106.0 
10U.2 
109.9 
110.6 
108„3 
10i*.l 


36,11710^.58    36,870  1Q/3.58    37,01*0  10/3.56 


102.6    100. h  103.3 


1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary.      3/  Revised.      1*/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

5/  1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 

6/  Data  include  skim  items.      7/  Test  of  whole  milk  only. 

8/  Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  areas  as  whole  milk. 

9/  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows  (in' thousand 
pounds):  Appalachian  5.3;  Austin-Waco  19.1*;  Fort  Smith  1.7;  Kansas  City  23.5;  Heosho  Valley  10.8; 
Oklahoma  City  8.2;  Puget  Sound  31.3;  Wichita  5.6. 
10/  Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  11. -Average  daily  sales 
Order  marketing  areas 


and  test  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal 
for  February  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Marketing  area 


Boston,  Mass. 6/  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co . ,  Ohio . . . . 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111.  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapolis -St. Paul , Minn . 
SiouxFalls-Mitchell,S.  D. 
CedarRapids-IowaCity,  la. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa......... 

Omaha-Line  oln-Counc  il 
Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa. . . . . 

St.  Louis,  Mo  o 

Kansas  City,  Mo . -Kans .... 
Neosho  Valley,  Kans. -Mo.. 

Wichita,  Kansas  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalac  hi  an , T  enn . -Va „ -Ky  0 

KnoxviLle,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Texas  Panhandle  

North  Texas  

Austin-Waco,  Texas  ,, 

San.  Antonio,  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas .... 

Central  Arizona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total  (36  markets)  5_/ 


U/February  1956 


Quantity 


1,000 
pounds 

65.1 
k.6 
7.7 

17.3 
9.5 
122.7 
77.2 
117.1; 
U25.1 
266.0 
71.1 
38.2 
92.8 
8.1; 
23.0 
7.5 
10.7 

U9.0 
111.7 
56.0 
Hi. 8 
16.3 
53.6 
25.5 
32.3 
70.3 
6.7 
28.0 
25.9 
21.2 
156.9 
h6.7 
3U.2 
15.7 
1*7.1 
93.5 


MTfat 
test 


^/January  1957  ^eforuary  195  7 


Quantity 


Pet. 
0.99 
2.21 
1.50 

0.61; 
1.28 
1.36 
1.9U 

i.5o 

1.7U 
2.09 
1.68 
1.10 
0.7U 
1.58 
0.89 
2.U5 
0.68 

0.96 
1.8U 
1.15 
2.6k 
0.67 
1.21 
0.72 
0.69 
0.71; 
0.77 
1.88 
0.6h 
2.12 
lc72 
lo?5 
2.03 
2.00 
0.75 

0.50 


1,000 
pounds 
61.5 
h.k 
9.6 

17.9 
9.9 
121.7 

82.5 

120.9 
U3U.2 
251.1 
80.U 
Ul.6 
92.6 
9.0 
25.3 
8.7 
11.9 

52.0 
llh.l 
58.2 
lit  .6 
16.5 
55o3 
23.6 
33.2 
61.3 
6.8 

31.3 
25.7 
22.7 
16U.5 
U6.9 
37.7 
16.1 
U9.2 
90.ii 


Mlfat" 
test 


Quantity 


Pet. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
1.27 
1.98 

1.  U9 
1.77 
1.98 
1.7k 
l.ll 
0.86 
1.91 
0.98 

2.  k0 
0.93 

1.02 
1.87 
1.2li 
2.21 
0.77 
loll; 
0.77 
0.70 
0.78 
O.9I4 
2.10 
0.79 
1.90 
1.87 
2.06 
2.21 
2.29 
0.78 
0.51 


1,000 
pounds 
69.2 
U.6 
8.7 
18.6 
10.5 
130.5 
83.6 
125.6 
U60J4 
265  .k 
8U.0 
1*2.7 
9lt.9 
9.3 
27.7 
8.2 
12.5 

5U.8 
121.3 
60.li 
17.5 
17.2 
58.1 
23.1 
31.0 
61i.lt 
6.8 
30.8 
25.2 
22.1 
165.8 
hh.6 
38.0 
16.2 
12. k 
9k. k 


M'fat 
test 


Pet. 

N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 

N.A. 
N.A. 
1.2k 
1.9)4 

1.51 
1.76 
1.98 
1.70 
1.08 
O.83 
1.61 
0.92 
2.31* 
0.96 

1.07 
1.85 
1.22 
2.39 
0.81 
1.15 
0.76 
0.68 
0.78 
0.89 
2.13 
O.69 
2.03 
1.89 
2.11 
2.17 
2.15 
0.73 

0.55 


Feb.  1957  as  %$J 


Feb. 
1956 


Jan. 

1957 


Jan -Feb. 

1957  of 
1956  £/ 


2,269.8  J/1.50    2 ,306. 3 #1.51*  2,L03.3  1/1.53 


Pet. 
106.2 

99.3 
112.8 

107.6 
109.8 
106.3 
108.3 
107.0 
108.3 
99.8 
118.1 
111.6 
102.3 
110.8 
120.6 
110.2 
117.2 

111.8 
108.6 
107.9 
118.3 
105.5 
108.1; 

90.7 
105.1 

91.6 
100.9 
110.1 

97.1 
irk. 3 
105.7 

95.5 
111.0 
102.9 
111.2 
100.9 


Pet. 
112  .k 

lOli.  8 
90.7 

103.8 
105.8 
107.2 
96.7 
103.9 
106.0 
105.7 
10U.5 
102.7 
102.5 

103.2 
109.6 

9lu0 
105.1; 

105.3 
106.3 
103.8 
120.2 
lOli.O 
IO4.9 
98.1 
102.3 
100.2 
99.1 
98.1- 
98.2 
97.h 
100.8 
95.2 
100.6 

100.5 
106.  k 
lolx.l- 


Pet. 
102.8 

99.5 
121.8 

107.7 
110.1 
105.8 
109.9 
107.U 
108.3 
99.2 
119.8 
lllu7 
109.6 
105.9 
115.U 
119.1 
119.9 

111.3 
110.2 
106.7 
111.9 
lOlt.6 
107.9 

91.5 
103.5 

91.U 
102.1 
110.1; 

98.7 
101.3 
105.1; 

98.1; 
111.0 
101;. 6 
107.3 

lOlnl 


105.9     10U.2  106.1 


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and  cultured  specialties, 
and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

U/    Revised o 

Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

§/    1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 

7/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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(Continued  from  page  16) 
Daily  fluid  cream  sales  below  a  year  earlier;  higher  than  a  month  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in  terms  of  product  pounds  in  32  of 
the  37  Federal  Order  markets  in  which  in-area  cream  sales  are  segregated 
(four  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excluded)  were  5»U  percent 
lower  than  February  a  year  ago  but  2.9  percent  higher  than  January  1957. 
Sales  were  lower  in  27  of  the  32  markets,  19  of  which  showed  declines  of 
5  percent  or  over  from  February  a  year  earlier.    Sales  were  about  the  same 
in  1  market  but  higher  in  h  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  for  the  first 
two  months  of  the  year  were  h»7  percent  lower  than  for  the  same  period  in 
1956.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  fluid  cream  items  during 
February  was  22.7  percent,  compared  with  an  average  test  of  22.5  percent  in 
February  of  last  year  and  22. k  percent  in  January  of  this  year. 

February  receipts  higher  than  a  year  earlier  both  in  total  and  per  producer 

Average  daily  receipts  of  whole  milk  from  producers  during  February  1957 
in  63  of  the  Federal  Order  markets  were  2.U  percent  higher  than  for  February 
1956.    In       of  the  63  markets  average  receipts  were  above  a  year  earlier 
with  28  of  these  markets  showing  increases  of  10  percent  or  more.    In  h 
markets,  receipts  were  about  the  same  as  last  year  but  in  11  markets  receipts 
were  lower. 

Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  February  for  these  63  markets  averaged  6.6 
percent  above  the  comparable  month  in  1956  with  all  but  3  markets  reporting 
increases.    Thirty-eight  of  the  63  markets  showed  increases  in  average 
receipts  per  producer  of  over  10  percent  with  8  markets  recording  increases 
of  20  percent  or  more  over  February  1956.    Compared  with  January  1957>  the 
average  daily  shipment  per  producer  in  February  was  2.9  percent  higher.  The 
average  milkfat  test  of  receipts  in  59  of  the  63  markets  was  3*73  percent 
during  February,  compared  with  3«75  percent  in  February  of  last  year  and 
3.80  percent  in  January  1957o 

March  milk  production  above  year  earlier 

Milk  production  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  March  totaled 
11.0  billion  pounds,  nearly  1  percent  higher  than  March  of  last  year  and  12 
percent  higher  than  the  19U6-55  average.    Considered  on  a  daily  basis, 
March  output  was  U.6  percent  higher  than  February  as  compared  with  an  average 
increase  of  7o7  percent  from  February  to  March  in  the  10  years,  19U6-55* 
Per  capita  production  at  2.08  pounds  daily  was  1  percent  lower  than  the  rate 
of  March  1956  but  slightly  above  the  average  rate  for  the  19U6-55  period. 
Production  for  the  first  quarter  of  1957  totaled  30. 1  billion  pounds, 
approximately  equal  to  the  output  for  the  same  period  last  year* 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  February  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


U/February  1956 

3/ January  1957 

3/February  1957 

Feb.  1957  as  %  $/ 

Jan-Feb . 

Marketing  area 

M'fat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Feb. 

Jan. 

1957  of 

(Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

1956  5/ 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Prt 

0.0 

12.0 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

0.1 

11.7 

0.1 

N.A. 

0.1 

N.A. 

77.3 

91.5 

03.1 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

0.8 

11.1* 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

0.1 

8.9 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

— 

o.U 

10.1 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

DU^  T  a  *J  ^  1  v,t^  ~  T3„ 

2.5 

11.3 

U.U 

11.3 

U.6 

11.5 

185.8 

103.5 

Akron-otark  Co.,  Unio.... 

12.3 

11.3 

12.9 

11.2 

12.8 

11.3 

loU.o 

99.2 

±UO.O 

18.0 

io.  e 

21.0 

11.0 

21.1 

11.1 

117.3 

100.1 

n  P  7 

XJLO.  ( 

PKiftflM  Til 

221.1 

12.1 

221.  U 

12.1 

220.5 

12.1 

99.8 

99.6 

±v±,c 

T\*-\  4- 4-            M-^  l-i 

53.2 

10.6 

62.  T 

10.6 

62.3 

10.5 

117.2 

100. c 

J.XC.0 

11.8 

12.5 

13.9 

12.5 

1U.0 

12.5 

118.2 

100.8 

119.7 

Quad  Gities,  lll.-lowa... 

10.2 

11.3 

9.U 

11.9 

9.5 

11.9 

93.5 

101.2 

95.1 

Minneapolis -ot.  raul,  r£Lnn0 

29.3 

11.9 

29.5 

12.3 

29.6 

12.3 

100.9 

100.2 

102  oO 

c>  iouxF  alls  -Mite  hell,  o.. fJ. . 

2.2 

12.7 

2.1 

13.1 

2.1 

13.0 

97.8 

100.0 

97.2 

OedarRapids-IowaCity,  la. 

6.0 

n.5 

5.8 

12.3 

6.2 

n.5 

102.8 

106  .U 

106.0 

2.3 

12.0 

2.1 

12.6 

2.3 

12.3 

99.3 

108.3 

96.8 

3.7 

n.5 

3.5 

n.5 

3.5 

n.5 

93.2 

99.9 

93.5 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

lU.6 

12.3 

lU.2 

12.2 

lU.U 

12.2 

98.U 

101.6 

99.0 

lit. 5 

11.7 

15.8 

11.7 

16.0 

11.8 

110.5 

101.3 

Til  r\ 

111.9 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 

9.5 

11.9 

10.7 

11.9 

10.9 

11.8 

11U.0 

101.2 

115.3 

Neosho  valley,  ls.ans.-Wo.. 

U.9 

12.1 

5.5 

12.1 

5.5 

12.1 

112. U 

99.9 

115.0 

5.0 

11.3 

5.3 

11.6 

5.U 

n.5 

106.8 

101.1 

106.7 

U.9 

12.1 

6.2 

11.2 

6.1 

n.i 

122.9 

97.5 

126.7 

Appalachian,Tenn. -Va. -Ky . 

0.2 

13  .U 

o.U 

13.3 

o.U 

lU.l 

167.3 

99.7 

T  1f\  1. 

170.U 

0.8 

12.2 

1.0 

12.3 

1.0 

12. U 

121.9 

101.8 

TOO  *7 

123.7 

2.0 

n.5 

2.3 

11.5 

2.3 

n.5 

113.6 

99.7 

n  q  A 
JJJ.O 

0.6 

12.3 

0.7 

12.3 

0.7 

12.3 

102.2 

100.0 

XV  j  oV 

to  n 

±Cq\J 

5.8 

12.0 

5.9 

11.9 

10U.9 

ioo  .U 

XVOoj 

U.U 

12.1 

U.6 

12.0 

U.5 

11.9 

103.5 

97.9 

106.3 

6.5 

11.0 

6.6 

11.1* 

6.U 

11.5 

99.5 

97.5 

101.7 

3.7 

11.9 

3.8 

11.6 

3.7 

11.8 

101.6 

98.8 

10U.7 

18.  k 

12.3 

19.9 

12.1 

19.8 

12.1 

107.5 

99.7 

105.9 

8.8 

12.2 

8.1 

12.2 

8.1 

12.2 

92.8 

100.6 

9U.3 

2.8 

12.9 

3.1 

12.6 

3.0 

13.1 

107.8 

98.U 

108.5 

13.9 

ll.li 

13.3 

11.6 

1U.2 

11.6 

101.8 

106.3 

103.6 

29.6 

ii.5 

29.7 

11.7 

29.9 

11.6 

101.1 

100.6 

102.9 

Total  (32  markets)  5/6/ 

523.5  2/H.8 

5U5.U  2/11.8 

5U6.6  2/H.8 

10U.U 

100.2 

105.9 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  products  such  as  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  eggnog,  with  milkfat  content  higher 
than  whole  milk  and  lower  than  the  minimum  for  fluid  cream. 

3/  Preliminary. 

U/  Revised. 

5j    Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

§/    Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
2/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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Table  13. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  fluid  cream  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  February  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Marketing  area 

It/February  1956 

3/January  1957 

3_/February  1957 

Feb.  1957  as  %$/ 

Jan-Feb. 
lyo  (  ol 

-Ly5o  2/ 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Feb. 

1956 

Jan. 

1957 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

97.6 

21.1 

Not  available 

Not  available 

206 

2l*.2 

2.5 

2l*.2 

2.6 

2U.3 

Oft  A 

yo.u 

l\jd.  .o 

99.2 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

6.6 

26.6 

Net  available 

Not  available 

9o7 

27,0 

Not  available 

Not  available 

7.0 

25.8 

Not  available 

Not  available 

U8.9 

22.1 

1*7.8 

22.3 

1*7.5 

22.5 

07  O 

QQ  C 
77o5 

98.8 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio.... 

6.1 

22.1* 

5.7 

22.2 

5.8 

22.3 

9b.c 

95.9 

35.7 

2C.6 

35.14 

20.3 

37.2 

20.8 

T  f~\\ .  T 

10U.1 

105.0 

103.3 

6/.1 

21.7 

62.9 

21.3 

65.5 

21.7 

Q7  £ 
7  1  .O 

T  Al .  O 

1014  .2 

98.5 

65.2 

19.7 

57.1* 

20.0 

56.7 

20.0 

OR  fl 

9o.c 

88.6 

13.2 

21*.  8 

12.2 

2U.8 

13.2 

2U.9 

1  AA  T 

T  Afl  C 

100.5 

99.5 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 

1.1 

31.3 

0.9 

29.7 

1.0 

30.3 

o7.0 

106.0 

86.9 

Minneapolis -St . Paul, Minn, 

22.7 

27.2 

19.8 

27.5 

20.8 

27.8 

91.5 

105.2 

90.7 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell,  S.D. 
CedarRapids-IowaCity,  Ia0 

a  £ 

0.5 

35.8 

0.5 

35.9 

o.5 

35.1* 

T  AC?  A 

105.0 

1  A^C  *7 

106.7 

10U.3 

1.1 

26.5 

0.9 

26.1 

1.2 

2l*.3 

T  A7  P 
10  (  .0 

T  OC?  7 

97.0 

A  O 

0.3 

29.1 

0.2 

28.1* 

0.2 

29.7 

oR  1. 

yo.Z* 

8U.8 

u.z* 

29.9 

o.U 

29.1* 

o.l* 

29.  h 

oA  o 

T  aR  a 

loo.y 

95.0 

Omaha-Lincoln -Council 

)i  a 

25.8 

3.U 

25.3 

3.6 

25.7 

00.£ 

T  AO  O 

90.0 

i  R  A 

20.7 

16.0 

19.3 

18.2 

20.5 

07  Q 

lia.o 

92.2 

Kansas  City,  Mo „ -Kans .... 

7  oO 

21.7 

8.5 

21.5 

8.5 

21.9 

fto  O 

1  AA  O 

100,  c. 

91.1 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans. -Mo.. 

a  o 

29.1* 

0.7 

31.5 

0.7 

31.8 

7fl  O 

1  AO  A 

77.7 

9  0 

22.7 

T  O 
-L.7 

OO  0. 

1-° 

22  5 

oo  X 

8U.li 

U  ol 

2U.3 

3.7 

2U.2 

3.9 

23.7 

T  AA  O 

93  06 

Appalac hian , Tenn . -Va . -Ky . 

a  £ 

27.3 

o.5 

25.9 

o.5 

26.5 

OO  A 

95.2 

1  o 

26.5 

1.0 

27.0 

1.1 

27.1 

RR  O 

T  Al .  7 

10U.  i 

89.9 

d  o 

22.0 

1*.7 

21.7 

h.9 

21.9 

1  AO  fl 

102.0 

9U.6 

A  0 

0.3 

26.0 

0.3 

26.3 

0.3 

26.9 

OO  o 

105.5 

93.5 

2.7 

25.0 

2.5 

2k.9 

2.6 

2l*.9 

103.3 

98.1 

2.9 

2i*.8 

2.7 

2U.5 

2.7 

21*  .1; 

92.2 

101  ol 

93.0 

2.7 

28.8 

2.0 

29.8 

2.1 

30.3 

77-1 

78-9 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas .... 

1.0 

23.5 

0.7 

23.2 

0.8 

2U.2 

7li.U 

107.2 

75.6 

11.8 

25  .U 

11.8 

27.6 

10.8 

25.9 

91.5 

91.1 

101.1* 

1.7 

26.5 

1.1* 

25.3 

1.5 

26.  1* 

90.8 

110.2 

96.8 

1.0 

28.1* 

0.9 

29.0- 

1.0 

28.6 

95.7 

108.5 

91*  .5 

3.0 

25.2 

3.1 

2l*.8 

3.3 

2lu9 

111.1 

108.li 

111*. 7 

17.0 

26.8 

m.5 

27.0 

15.5 

27.0 

91.1 

106.8 

91«5 

Total  (32  markets)  5_/6/ 

355.5 

22.5 

326.8 

22.1* 

336.3 

22.7 

9l*.6 

102.9 

95.3 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  areaj  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  sweet,  soured,  and  aerated  cream  meeting  minimum  butterfat  standards. 

3/  Preliminary. 

U/  Revised. 

jv  Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

o/  Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  ll;. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 

marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  February  1957,  with  comparisons 


Marketing  area 


Feb. 
1956  2/ 


Average  daily  receipts 

of  milk  from  producers  1/  

Peb.1957 


Jan. 
1957  3/ 

Feb. 

1957  3/ 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

I*, 1*32 
U*l 
kl6 
531 
325 

1*,521 

m 

5Ui 
338 

19,021 

3,313 

19,623 
3,508 

1956 


Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer 


Feb. 

1956  2/ 


Jan. 

Feb. 

19572/3_/ 

1957  3/ 

Feb. 1957 
as  %  of 
1956 


New  England: 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  N.  Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio.. 

C  inc  innati ,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio . . 

Lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio..  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

South  Bend-LaPorte , Ind. . . . 

Chicago,  111  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia  

Rockf ord-Freeport,  111. . . . 

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth-Superior, Minn. -Wis . 

Minneapolis -St. Paul, Minn. . 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,Ia. 

Dubuque,  Ia  

Sioux  City,  Ia...  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans .-Mo... 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell, S.D.. 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia  

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans.  

South  Atlantic t 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va...  

Tri -State, Ky.-Ohio-W.Va. . . 

Wheeling,  W.  Va  


1,000 
pounds 


U,329 
136 
h2h 
558 
327 

22,108 
3,^7 

1,275 
1,163 
2,625 
822 
977 
322 
738 
327 
U12 
13,385 
626 
11*3 
U,8o5 
206 
138 
1,510 

U57 
2,3Ul 

1*65 

133 

211 
1,2U9 

298 
1,583 

h72 
85 
66 

228 

902 
197 
ll*5 
.  U62 

156 
597 

392 


1,185 
1,139 
2,673 
765 
983 
295 
721; 
251 
552 
1U,056 
589 
166 
U,880 
208 
192 
1,607 

kh6 
2,51*1* 

573 

11*9 

212 
1,315 

335 
1,788 

14*8 
93 
69 

229 

923 
285 
171 
52U 

151 
539 
37U 


1,221 
1,191 
2,660 
773 
1,005 
305 
756 
266 
522 

m,5Uo 

607 
168 

1*,921 

206 

201 

i,6U5 

1*55 
2t6ik 

595 

158 

221 
1,29U 

332 
1,889 

1*73 
9k 
72 

2U2 

96h 
282 
182 
533 


Percent 

10l| 
106 
100 
97 
103 

89 
101 

96 
102 
101 

9U 
103 

95 
102 

81 
127 
109 

97 
117 
102 
100 
Jh6 
109 

100 
111; 
128 
119 
105 
10U 
111 
119 
100 
111 
109 
106 

107 
1143 
126 
115 


Pounds    Pounds      Pounds  Percent 


158  101 
573  96 
378  96 


366 
566 
385 
1*30 
1*57 

1*63 
I468 

371 
255 
355 
396 
39U 
361 
396 
311; 
1*39 
626 
506 
611 
380 
381 
307 
587 

29h 
635 
570 
510; 
kh$ 
139 
397 
l*o5 
358 
561; 
1*1*8 
682 

U02 
U38 
U36 
502 

311 
266 
281; 


378 
605 
381 
hhh 
U79 

U27 
U63 

369 
277 
368 
395 
h22 
357 
U2k 
29k 
k67 
66*> 

5U5 
668 
389 
k!2 
331 
681; 

306 
658 
619 
582 
U89 
U78 
UUo 
U31 
391 
619 
525 
695 

k28 
U57 
533 
602 

310 
257 
275 


389 
621; 
390 
U62 
U89 

kk$ 
U82 

376 
291 
372 
U02 
U35 
369 
UU3 
310 
509 
691 
568 
681; 
393 
Ml 
3k9 
70k 

315 

695 
61;9 
621 
519 
1*75 
1*1*0 
1*56 
kl6 
623 
5U8 
736 

U;7 
1*51* 
567 
613 

313 
275 
281 


106 
110 
101 
107 
107 

96 
103 

101 
111; 
105 
102 
110 
102 
112 
99 
116 
110 
112 
112 
103 
108 

iH; 
120 

107 
109 
11k 
llh 
117 
108 
111 
113 
116 
110 
122 
108 

111 

ioU 
130 
122 

101 
103 

99 
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Table  Ik. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  February  1957,  with  comparisons — Continued 


Marketing  area 


Feb. 

Jan. 

Feb. 

1956  2/ 

1957  3/ 

1957  3/ 

Average  daily  receipts 
of  milk  from  producers  1/ 


Feb. 1957 
as  %  of 
1956 


Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer 


Feb. 
1956  y 


Jan. 

Feb. 

1957  2/3/ 

1957  3/ 

Feb. 1957 
as  %  of 
1956 


E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian, Tenn.-Va.-Ky. . 

Knoxville,  Term  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Central  Mississippi  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  La  

Shreveport,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Ok la  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin-Waco ,  Texas  

Central  West  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific: 

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total    (63  markets) 


1,000 

pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

1,000 
pounds 

Percent 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Percent 

7  JO 

J.,  U£D 

1  06)1 

1±06 

)i<90 

£n 

126 

QO 

7Z> 

"n6 

J<-7 

liOfi 

14UU 

12k 

"3)in 

jU'J 

k6k 

Ilk 

J.JJ4 

J7C 

4po 

)i  7n 

4  f  u 

4J-9 

447 

)i6^ 

119 

X-J-c. 

?  1  J- 

<1  7 

QR 

7O 

ixcy 

)i01 
47-L 

)i6fl 

TOO 

Z>Z>7 

Ola. 

XT> 

)ir>7 

4v'  / 

ill 

1.90 

),0)i 
474 

40/4. 

JLJL? 

)in)i 

I.).). 
444 

J-14 

101 

127 

127 

126 

klO 

U6l| 

U72 

115 

3hh 

1*31 

383 

111 

hhh 

k6k 

k70 

106 

901 

973 

1,000 

111 

365 

399 

Ull 

113 

265 

303 

295 

111 

578 

619 

623 

108 

523 

582 

590 

113 

38U 

432 

440 

115 

5U5 

611 

617 

113 

kkk 

1*85 

U93 

ill 

ko5 

390 

39k 

97 

730 

857 

875 

120 

hh9 

l*6l 

U69 

10k 

58k 

659 

671 

115 

29k 

298 

310 

105 

685 

877 

9k3 

138 

2,081 

2,3U2 

2,kk7 

118 

674 

725 

755 

112 

U77 

513 

51*5 

Ilk 

958 

1,000 

1,032 

108 

287 

333 

313 

120 

U92 

551 

573 

116 

818 

922 

9U2 

115 

1,756 

2,013 

2,079 

118 

2,081 

2,217 

2,2k6 

108 

553 

601 

613 

ill 

8U,068 

83,697 

86,091 

102  oh 

U58 

k72 

488 

106o6 

1/    Excludes  producer-handlers  who  purchase  no  milk  from  other  producers. 

2/  Revised. 

3/  Preliminary. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  Penalty  for  Private  Use  to  Avoid 

WASHINGTON  25,  D.  C.  Payment  of  Postage,  $300 


LIBRARY 

f;i]RnF  '  SERIAL  RECORD 

★    MAY  2  9  1957    *      May  17,  1957 

^■(feM^MF^  both  producer  and 
consumer  levels,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Prices 
farmers  received  for  Class  I  milk  were  lower  in  33  markets  or  about  1  out  of  5 
markets  reporting.    On  the  retail  side,  prices  of  milk  delivered  to  homes 
declined  in  22  markets  or  1  out  of  every  7  markets  reporting.    Two  markets 
reported  higher  retail  prices.    Three  markets  reported  increases  in  Class  I 
prices.  However,  May  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of 
markets  and  will  not  be  published  until  June. 

In  early  May,  the  average  price  per  single  quart  of  standard  grade  milk 
delivered  to  homes  in  2$  principal  cities  was  2U.1*  cents,  down  0.2  cent  from 
the  previous  month  but  0.6  cent  above  the  May  1956  average.    Compared  with  April, 
price  declines  were:  1/2  cent  per  quart  in  Boston,  New  York,  Pittsburgh,  and  one 
cent  in  Dallas  and  San  Francisco.    In  the  other  20  markets  prices  were  unchanged 
from  a  month  earlier. 

Dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  in  early  May  1957  averaged  $5.16  per 
hundredweight,  1  cent  below  the  May  1956  average.    This  was  the  first  time  in 
over  a  year  that  the  current  month  average  has  been  below  the  previous  year. 
Seasonally,  the  May  price  was  down  13  cents  -  about  the  usual  April-May  decline. 

In  the  New  England  area,  Class  I  prices  in  early  May  averaged  $5*55  per 
hundredweight,  16  cents  below  April  but  UO  cents  above  the  May  1956  average. 
Changes  reported  for  this  area  included  declines  of  22  cents  per  hundredweight 
in  Class  I  prices  and  1/2  cent  per  quart  at  retail  at  the  k  New  Hampshire  markets 
reporting  and  all  Massachusetts  Federal  Order  markets.    In  the  Bellows  Falls  and 
Burlington,  Vermont  markets  retail  prices  were  down  1  cent  per  quart  from  April. 
Producer  prices  in  these  markets  are  not  currently  determined.    In  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  prices  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  increased  1  cent  per  quart  while  store 
prices  and  Class  I  prices  held  unchanged. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  early  May  dealers'  buying  prices  averaged 
#5»73  per  hundredweight,  21  cents  below  April  but  33  cents  above  May  last  year. 
In  the  New  York  City  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  markets  producer  prices  dropped  33  and 
2U  cents  per  hundredweight  from  April,  respectively,  and  prices  at  retail  declined 
l/2  cent  per  quart.    In  Erie,  Pa.  producer  prices  declined  60  cents  per  hundred- 
weight.   Milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in  stores  dropped  l£  cents  per  quart. 
In  Binghamton,  N.  Y.  Class  I  prices  dropped  27  cents  per  hundredweight  with  retail 
prices  remaining  unchanged  from  April. 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  dealers  Class  I  buying  prices  in  early  May- 
averaged  IU. 22  per  hundredweight,  down  8  cents  from  a  month  earlier  and  35  cents 
from  the  May  1956  average.    Class  I  prices  dropped  9  and  25  cents  per  hundredweight 

(Continued  on  page  9) 


SPECIAL  IN  THIS  ISSUE 

Analysis  of  skim  milk  and  cream  sales  by  type  of  product 

in  selected  Federal  Order  markets,  Oct. -Dec.  1956 
 1  with  comparl along  —  aee  pages  ?3 -2 7  

U.     S.     DEPARTMENTOF     AGRICULT     UR  E 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service  Crop  Reporting  Board 

Da  1-3(5-57)  Washington,  D.  C. 


wAAFLUID  MILK  AND  CREAM  REPORT 
T  '  MAY  1957 


Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  May  195 
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Table  3. -Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions. 
May  l?57j  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Per  hundredweight  -  3<>5%  fatj  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


Region 

Market  s 

May 

1956 

Apr. 
1957 

May 

1957 

Don  rf* 
All  DgC 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dol  la 

17 

5.15 

5.71 

3»90-€-32 

5  -55 

WJt   J  J1  .       1  1       a  v-l  +  4 

1  A 

JLO 

tr  AT\ 
J  .*HJ 

5.94 

5.73 

25 

4.57 

.4.30 

3.60-4.80 

4.22 

20 

4.49 

•4.11 

3.36-  4.89 

4.06 

26 

6.14 

•6.26 

4  38-7.19 

6.26 

12 

5.23 

•5.01 

3.80-6.18 

4.99 

West  South  Central  

15 

S.78 

•5.34 

4.62-5.98 

5.28 

13 

5.66 

5.74 

4.20-6.04 

5.73 

12 

4.94 

5.31 

4.62-6.05 

5.06 

156 

5.17 

5.29 

3.36-7.19 

5.16 

l/  In  some  markets  the  prioes  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  ore am  are  the  same. 
prToes,  base  or  basic  price  and  flat  prioes  where  effective. 


Includes  Class  I 


Table  U,  Prevailing  price's  of  standard* "grade-  miUr  per  single  quart 
delivered  to  homes  in  2£  cities,     Kay,  1957  with  comparisons  1/ 

(Cents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55 
May  av. 


May 

Apr. 

1956 

1957 

May 

1957 


Markets 


1951-55 
May  av. 


May 

Apr. 

May 

1956 

1957 

1957 

Boston,  Mass..... 
Hartford*  Conn... 
New  York,  N.  Y... 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburgh,  Pa... 
Cleveland,  Ohio.. 
Indianapolis,  Ind 

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich. . . . 
Milwaukee,  Wis... 
Minneapolis, Minn2/ 
Kansas  City,  Mo.T 
Cmaha,  Nebr  


22.4 
24.0 
23.6 
22.3 
23.4 
19.8 
21.2 
24.4 
21.6 
20.0 
19.4 
21.2 
20.2 


22$~23 
25 
25 
23 
24 
22 

26-2B£ 
24 
22 

ti 

21 


24i 
27 

2i 
241 
25 
22 


251-28^251-; 
24  24 

22  22 
22?  22i 

23  23 
22  22 


28*S 


Baltimore,  Md. . . 
Washington,  D.  C 
Ja  ok  s  cnvil  1  e ,  Fla 
Louisville,  Xy. . 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Dallas,  Texas. • . 
Denver,  Colo.... 

altLakeCity,Utah 
Seattle,  Wash.. 
Portland,  Ore.. 
SanFranoisoo, Calif . 
LosAngeles, Calif . | 
25  oities  average! 


23.3 
23  & 
26.6 
23.4 
25.6 
23  .3 
23.4 
21.4 
20.9 
21.9 
21.6 
21.6 
22.4 


l/    "Standard  grade"  is  grade  oommonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors.    The  prioes  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
inoluding  the  10th  of  the  month. 

2/    In  markats  having  a  servioe  obarge  on  the  first  unit  at  each  single  delivery  location,  the 
charge  has  been  divided  between  2  quarts.  Since  the  single  quart  oonoept  used  historically  is 
based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  charge 
represents  a  two  quart  pvrohase. 


(Continued  from  page  1) 

at  the  important  Chicago  and  Detroit  markets  respectively.    However,  consumer  prices 
in  these  markets  remained  unchanged  from  a  month  earlier.    Ofcher  markets  reporting 
lower  Class  I  prices  but  no  change  at  retail  included 1    Rock  Island,  down  19  cents; 
Springfield,  111.,  10  cents;  Gary,  South  Bend,  Kenosha,  and  Milwaukee,  9  cents  per 
hundredweight.    In  the  Beloit,  Wis.  market,  producer  prices  increased  11  cents  per 
hundredweight  but  prices  were  unchanged  at  resale.    In  the  Canton,  Ohio  market 
resale  prices  declined  1  cent  per  quart  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  and  sold  in 
stores.    Toledo  store  prices  declined  1  cent  per  quart  but  were  unchanged  for  home 
delivered  milk.    In  both  these  markets,  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined. 

(Continued  on  page  11) 
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Table  6. -Retail  prices  for  cottage  oheese  in  May  1957 


Cities 


Boston,  Mass.  

Providence*  R.  I  

Hartford,  Conn  

Buffalo,  N.  Y  

New  York  City  

Rochester,  N.  Y. ...... 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Cincinnati ,  Ohio • ..... 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Indianapolis,  Ind. < . . . 

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mi oh  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Minneapolis,  Minn  

Des  Moines,  Iowa...... 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-£ans. 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Omaha,  Nebr  

Baltimore,  Md.  

Washington,  D.  C  

Richmond,  Va  

Charlotte,  N.  C  

Miami,  Fla...  

Louisville,  Ky  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Birmingham,  Ala  

New  Orleans,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla... 

Dallas,  Tex  

El  Paso,  Tex  

Cheyenne,  Wyo  

Denver,  Colo..  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.. 

Seattle,  Wash  

Portland,  Oreg  

Los  Angeles,  Calif.... 
San  Francisoo,  Calif. • 


Pound  paokages 


To  homes   |  At  stores 


Cents 

35-35* 

35 
31-33 
29-31 

35 

28 

35 

29 


3/25 

26 
28 

25 
23-25 

30 
29 


27 


31 
29 


26 


29 
32 
35 
30-31 
32 


Cents 
31 

32-33 
24-29 

23-29 
30 
29 


3/25 
29 
23-27 


23 
28 
28 


26 
29 


22 
30-35 


28 
32 
25-35 

29-32 


12-oz.  package 


To  home 8    At  stores 


Cents 


Cents 


25 

24 

_ 
_ 

_ 

19-23 

_ 

cue 

_ 

25 

25 

CO 

19 

23 

22-23 

26 

25 

24 

21 

19-20 

25 

22 

24 

23 

27 

27 

25 

25 

25 

23-25 

18-25 

25 

25 

26 

26 

26 

25 

22-23 

23 

21 

27 

24-27 

22 

27 

25 

Other  packages 


To  homes    At  stores 


Cents  Cents 

1/22  18 
T/22 

1/20* 

l/ie  l/ie 

2/31-33 


4/57  4/57-59 

lA7  lA4 
-  5/125 


4/61  4/61 


1/    8-oz.  package. 

If    14i-oz.  package . 

2/   Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 


4/  2-pound  paokage. 
2/  5— pound  paokage . 


(Continued  from  page  9) 

In  the  West  North  Central  region,  early  May  Class  I  prices  averaged  Hw06  per 
hundredweight,  $  cents  below  April  and  h3  cents  per  hundredweight  b  elow  a  year 
earlier.    Most  important  changes  reported  were  declines  in  Class  I  prices  of  16 
cents  per  hundredweight  at  Duluth  and  13  cents  at  Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn. 
Prices  at  retail  in  these  markets  remained  unchanged  from  April.    Springfield,  Mo. 
store  prices  declined  1/2  cent  while  home  delivered  and  Class  I  prices  were 
unchanged. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  region,  dealers'  buying  prices  averaged  $6#2d  per 
hundredweight,  unchanged  from  the  April  1957  average  but  12  cents  above  May  last 
year.    In  the  Charleston,  South  Carolina  market,  prices  for  milk  delivered  to 
homes  and  sold  in  stores  increased  1  cent  per  quart.    However,  producer  prices 
stayed  unchanged.    In  Huntington,  W.  Va.  resale  prices  also  declined  1  cent  per 
quart.    May  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  this  market. 


(Continued  on  page  28) 
-  11  - 


TABLE  7.  --MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  MARCH  1957 


Marketing  area 

Basic 

r 

rat 
test 

(~L rncc  hl^nH 

vJiUoo  U1C11U 

price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Hrncc  Hl^nH 

price  at 
3.  5%  test 
per  cwt. 

Base  price 
at  basic 
test 

Cvp  pec 

price 
at  basic 
test 

Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
0.  070  test 
per  u  w  l. 

Pet 

Hn11  arc 

Cents 

T")nl  1  arc 

Finl  1  arc 

Hnl  1  a  rc 

T^fil  1  arc 

New  England: 

3.7 

4.46 

7.4 

4.  31 





5.48 

3.7 

*6.  08 

7.4 

5.  94 





6.09 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.  ,City  plants 

3.7 

5.  63 

7.4 

5. 48 





6.  02 

O.  1 

7  A 

fi  no 

3.7 

5.  67 

7.4 

5.  52 



•  -  - 

6.02 

Middle  Atlantic: 

3.  5 

4. 19 

5.  6 

4. 19 

5.  63 

4.0 

•5. 15 

5.0 

4.  90 

-  —  — 

5.39 

E.  North  Central: 

A krnn -StArk  f^onntv  Ohio 

3.  5 

4. 40 

7  6 

4. 40 

4.  52 

3  5 

4.  04 

7.  6 

4.  04 

... 

... 

4.  51 

3.5 

4.  29 

7.  5 

4.  29 

... 

_  ._ 

4.  57 

3.  5 

4. 46 

7  4 

4. 46 

_  _  _ 

4.  57 

3!  5 

4.  05 

7  1 

4.  05 

... 

... 

4. 41 

3.  5 

•4.  01 

7  7 

4*  01 





4.  23 

3.  5 

*4.  20 

7.  0 

4.  20 

4. 37 

3.  5 

3.  87 

6.8 

3. 87 

4. 34 

3.  5 

3.  77 

7.1 

3. 77 

0  on 

3.  5 

3. 48 

7. 1 

O  AO 

0.  4o 

0.  of 

0.  1  / 

q  nn 
0.  1  1 

3.5 

3.51 

7.5 

3.  51 

4.07 

Rockford-Freeport,  111,  Gr.  A  

3.5 

3.  61 

7.1 

3. 61 





1/3.79 

3.5 

4.  07 

6.  5 

4.  07 

4. 15 

3. 43 

T  /  A  0-1 

4/4.31 

3.  5 

4.  20 

6.  5 

4.  20 

4.  32 

3.  33 

4.  oU 

3.5 

•4.  08 

6.  5 

4.  08 

4.  3d 

3.5 

•3.  61 

7.1 

3.  61 

0  no 

3. 73 

W.  North  Central: 

*v — 1 — rt~ — 7*. — ~ — »  m  •   T.r* 

3.5 

3.  69 

7.4 

3.69 

— — — 

4.  35 

3.5 

3.  63 

7.4 

3.  63 

3.  87 

3. 16 

3.  91 

3.5 

3.  52 

7.1 

3.  52 

3.  97 

3.5 

3.43 

7.1 

3. 43 

™  — » 

3.  97 

3.5 

3.  98 

7.0 

3.  98 

4/4.  51 

3.8 

4.31 

6.3 

4. 12 

4.46 

3.  24 

4.42 

4.0 

4.35 

7.1 

4.00 

4.  53 

3.  20 

4.  58 

3.5 

4.  05 

6.8 

4.  05 

=  —  — 

4.  30 

3.  5 

3.  71 

6. 8 

3.  71 

a  no 
4.  Uo 

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

3.5 

5.  01 

7.  0 

5.  01 

5. 17 

2.  92 

5.  38 

3.  5 

•4.42 

9.1 

4.42 

4.63 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D  

3.5 

3.  81 

7.0 

3.81 

... 

— 

4.  37 

Omaha -Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia.. 

3.8 

4. 17 

7.  0 

3.  96 

4/  4. 49 

3.8 

4.11 

6.  3 

3.  92 

A  OC 

4.  2o 

0  r\n 
0.  \J  1 

/I  AO 
4.  4Z 

3.8 

4.  46 

7. 1 

4.  25 

3. 8 

4.  50 

7. 1 

A  Oft 

4.  29 

A  CQ 

4.  bo 

Q  OR 
O.  ZD 

A  QA 

South  Atlantic: 

5.  24 

4.0 

•4.  93 

6.  0 

4.63 

— 



3.5 

4.86 

7.6 

4.86 

4.  98 

3.  63 

4.98 

Tri -State  area,  Ky.  -Ohio-W.  Va. . . 

3.5 

•4.67 

7.1 

4.  67 

2/  4.  90 

4.0 

•5.  30 

7.1 

4.  95 

4.  94 

3.5 

4.  57 

7.6 

4.  57 

4.  72 

3. 13 

4.  73 

E.  South  Central: 

A  A7 

3.8 

4.  25 

6.  5 

A  f\C 

4.  Ob 

3.5 

4.  64 

6.  5 

A  OA 

4.  64 

A 

f\p  pdlriC  Inal  1 ,     1  GI111.  ,    V  a.    Oc  ivy  .  ... 

A  fl 

•5  09 

7  0 

4  67 

.  _  _ 

4.94 

4.0 

4.76 

7.1 

4. 41 

5.  01 

3.14 

4.95 

4.0 

4.  62 

7.1 

4.  27 

4.67 

4.0 

•4.92 

6.5 

4.60 

5.  05 

4.11 

4.73 

4.0 

•  4.10 

7.2 

3.74 

4.  22 

3.31 

4.18 

4.0 

4.97 

7,0 

4.62 

5.  25 

3.  21 

5.19 
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TABLE  7.  - -(CONTINUED}  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.Q.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  MARCH  1957 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5<7o  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°/o  test 
per  cwt. 


W   South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone. .. . 

Shreveport,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa -Muskogee,  Okla  

Austin -Waco,  Tex. ,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Chris  ti,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific: 

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho  


Pet. 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

4.0 

4.87 

7.1 

4.52 

5.13 

3.13 

5.17 

5  00 

7  0 

^  HQ 

ft,  fto 

a/a  Ti 
4/4.  (o 

4.0 

*  5.07 

6.9 

4.73 

5.  26 

3.  42 

~  5.62 

4.0 

•  5.  52 

7.0 

5.17 

5.69 

4.67 

5.  34 

A  C\ 

4.  U 

A  HA 

A  OQ 

4.  jy 

4.  97 

3. 18 

4/4.  98 

4.0 

4.60 

7.1 

4.  25 

4.84 

3.  22 

474.  81 

4.  0 

•  5.  57 

6.  5 

5.  25 

5.  98 

3.  42 

3/5.  72 

4.  0 

5.  37 

7. 1 

5.  02 

5.  68 

3. 42 

5.  57 

4.  0 

•  5.  89 

7.  0 

5.  54 

5.89 

4.0 

4.93 

6.  0 

4.63 

5.  22 

3. 41 

5.32 

4.0 

5. 88 

6.5 

5.56 

5.74 

4.0 

5.  32 

7.0 

4.97 

5.  55 

3. 28 

5.19 

3.8 

5.87 

9.9 

5.  57 

6.  23 

3.  04 

5.  99 

4.0 

4.63 

7.4 

4.26 

4.  77 

3.  33 

4/4.  97 

4.0 

5.15 

7.5 

4.78 

5.  36 

3.33 

7/5.16 

•  Individual-Handler  pool.   Weighted  average  of  handler's  prices. 
1/Freeport  plants:  Claris  I  $3.75. 
"2/Huntington  plants. 

37Austin  7.  50  and  Waco  22.50  less,  respectively. 

^/Negotiated  price  (does  not  include  bulk-tank  pickup  premiums): 


Detroit  $4. 90 

Sioux  City  4.  89 

Omaha-Lin.  -C.  Bluffs       4.  98 


Central  Arkansas  $4. 84 
Oklahoma  City     5.  05 
(neg.  Feb.  $5.  05) 


Puget  Sound 


$5.  50 


Inland  Empire 
Tulsa 


5.66 
4.94 
(neg.  Feb.  $5.00) 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 


TABLE  8.  --NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS,    MARCH-APRIL  1957  1/ 


City 


Net  blended  price 
paid  for  3.  5<7<> 
milk  per  cwt.  2/ 


Mon  th 


Dealers'  buying 
price  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 


Providence,  R.  I  

Hartford -New  Haven - 
Bridgeport,  Conn. . . 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

Evansville,  Ind  

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C. . . . 

Richmond,  Va  

Charleston,  W.  Va. . . 

Denvef,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 


Dollars 
5.  99 

5.62 
5.12 
4.  04 
4.60 
3/4.50 


4/  5.  08 


March 

March 

March 

March 

April 

April 

April 

March 

April 

April 


Dollars 
6. 40 

6.  32 
6.34 
4.49 

5.  50 

6.  62 
6.15 
5.  53 
5.  95 

— S-  74 


1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 

Class  I  -Milk  for  fluid  consumption 

Class  II  -Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained 

for  fluid  consumption. 
Class  III  -Milk  used  in  manufactured  dairy 

and  IV  products. 


2/  F.  O.  B.  CITY  unless  indicated  otherwise. 

3/  Minus  200  per  cwt.  deducted  fox  fall 
production  fund  plus  39.  50  per  cwt. 
average  quality  premium. 

4/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  73. 
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Table  9. -fluid  milk  prioe  changes,  May  1957  1/ 


Market*  by 

geographic 
divisions 


Dealers*  buying  prices  f . o»b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5*  fat) 


May 
1956 


Apr. 

1957 


May 

1957 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


May 
1956 


Apr. 

1957 


May 

1957 


Dollars 


HEW  ENGLAND* 

Conoord,  N.  H.  

Man.-Nashua-Ptsmouth,  N.H. 

Bellows  Falls,  Vt  

Burlington,  Vt  

Boston,  Mass  

Tall  River,  Mass  

Lowell-Lawrence,  Mass*.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

New  Haven,  Conn  

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC! 

Binghamton,  N.  Y. .*•.....• 

New  York  City,  N.  Y  

Erie,  Pa....  

Pittsburgh,  Pa  

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL t 

Canton,  Ohio  

Rook  Island,  111  

Detroit,  Mi oh  

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL; 

Duluth,  Minn  

SOUTH  ATLANTIC: 

Huntington,  W.  Va...  

Charleston,  S.  C... ••>.... 

E.  SOUTH  CENTRAL. 

Lexington,  ly  

W.  SOUTH  CENTRAL  t 

New  Orleans,  La.....  • 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. ...... 

Dallas,  Texas.  

PACIFIC. 

Fresno,  Calif  

Los  Angeles,  Calif  

Saoramento,  Calif*  

San  Diego,  Calif.  

San  Franoisoo,  Calif  

Santa  Barbara,  Calif  


3*66 
5.40-5.69 
5.45 
5.60 


5.04 
4.33 
4.98 


4.28 


4.72 
5.90 


3.70 


5.86 
5.13 
5.76 


4.39 

4.96 
4.54 

5.06 
4.71 
4.96 


Dollars 


Dollars 


4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

22 

23* 

4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

22 

23* 

3.70 

4.10 

N.D. 

19 

21 

3.70 

4.10 

N.D. 

19 

21-22 

4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

22^-23. 

25 

5.21 

5.65 

5.43 

22-22i 

23^-24 

4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

22 

24 

4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

22* 

25i 

4.92 

5.58 

5.36 

24 

5.90 

6.32 

6.32 

lit 

27 

4.25 
5.99-6.28 
6.25 
6.07 


4.52 
4.03 
4.90 


3*98 
5.66-5.95 

5.65 
5.83 


N.D. 

3.84 
4.65 


4.34 


4.47 
5.90 


N.D. 
5.90 


4.30         2/  4.05 


5.54 

4/  4.70 
4.95 


5.07 
5.18 
5.22 
5.28 
5.39 
5.18 


5.02 
4/  4.32 
5.05 


4.62 
4.96 
4.77 
5.06 
4.94 
4.96 


Cents       Cents  Cents 


23 
23 
20 

i*fL 

25 
3/  28 


23 
25 
23 
24 

25 

n 

Ik 

25 
25 

22 
23 
24 

23 
23 
24 

22 
23 
24 

22* 

22i 

22i 

24 

25 

24 
25 

3/  23 
f/  26 

23 

23 

23 

26$ 

25 

26 

26 
26 
26 

26 

26 
25 

22 

25 

2 

21 

21 

22 


All  changes  effective  May  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
Effective  date  not  reported. 
Effective  datest 

April  28  -  New  Haven 
April  18  -  Huntington 
4/   F.O.M.  prioe. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  MARCH  1957  WITH  COMPARISONS 


Whole  milk  sales  in  March  slightly  above  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  during  March  1957  in  37  Federal  Order 
markets  were  0.6  percent  higher  than  March  1956  but  0.3  percent  lower  than 
February  1957,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Nineteen 
of  the  37  markets  reported  sales  increases  over  March  last  year.    Sales  were 
about  the  same  in  7  markets  but  lower  in  11  markets.  Three  of  the  10  markets 
with  average  daily  sales  of  over  a  million  pounds  of  whole  milk  in  March 
reported  increases  over  March  1956.    In  5  markets  sales  were  practically 
unchanged,  while  the  other  two  reported  decreases.    Cumulative  daily  sales 
of  whole  milk  for  the  first  quarter  of  the  year  were  2,3  percent  higher  than 
for  the  same  period  in  1956.    Cumulatively,  sales  in  the  first  three  months 
of  1957  were  higher  than  the  previous  year  in  30  markets,  12  of  which  were 
at  a  level  5  percent  or  more  higher.    In  3  markets,  sales  were  about  the 
same  as  1956,  but  in  h  markets,  sales  were  lower.    The  average  milkfat  test 
of  whole  milk  sales  during  March  in  31  of  the  37  markets  was  3.56  percent, 
practically  unchanged  from  March  1956  and  February  1957. 

In  the  important  New  lork  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales  of 
whole  milk  (on  a  milk  equivalent  basis)  were  about  the  same  as  a  year  earlier 
but  2  percent  less  than  the  previous  month.    Cumulative  sales  for  January- 
March  1957  were  2  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in  1956,    In  the 
remaining  36  markets,  sales  of  whole  milk  during  March  were  0,7  percent  above 
March  1956  and  0.1  percent  above  February  1957, 

Sales  of  skim  products  continue  above  previous  year 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  products  during  March  1957  in  36  of  the 
37  markets  (New  York  City  excepted)  were  U,5  percent  above  March  of  last  year 
and  1,U  percent  above  February.    Sales  were  higher  than  in  March  a  year  earlier 
in  26  markets  and  about  the  same  in  3  markets.    Sales  were  lower  in  7  markets, 
6  of  which  are  in  the  South  Central  part  of  the  country.    Cumulative  daily 
sales  of  skim  products  for  the  first  three  months  of  the  year  were  5,5  percent 
above  the  same  period  in  1956,    Seven  markets  reported  sales  at  a  level  10 
percent  above  the  previous  year  and  in  17  additional  markets  sales  were  higher 
by  5  percent  or  more.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales  of  skim  milk  products 
during  March  was  1*56  percent  as  compared  with  1,4?  percent  in  March  1956  and 
1.53  percent  in  February  this  year. 

Half-and-half  sales  slightly  below  March  1956 

Average  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (commonly  known  as  "half- 
and-half"  )  during  March  were  1,5  percent  below  a  year  ear  lie*.    This  is  largely 
due  to  the  fact  that  data  for  March  1956  included  heavy  Easter  sales  of  eggnog 
which  occurred  in  April  this  year.    Compared  with  February,  half-and-half  sales 
during  March  in  the  32  markets  were  practically  unchanged.    Sales  were  higher 
in  13  markets,  about  the  same  in  10  markets,  but  lower  in  9,    Cumulative  daily 
sales  for  the  period  January-March  1957  were  3»2  percent  greater  than  for  the 
same  period  a  year  earlier.    Twenty-four  markets  showed  higher  sales  of  half- 
and-half  through  March  1957  and  8  markets  reported  lower  sales.    The  average 
milkfat  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  for  March  was  11,8  percent,  about  the 
same  as  in  March  last  year  ana  in  February  this  year, 

(Continued  on  page  22) 
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Table  10,-Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  March  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


Marketing  area 


3/  March  1956 


Quanti  ty 


M'fat 
test 


2/  February  1957 


Quantity 


M'fat 

test 


2/ March  19$ 7 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


Mar.l9$7  as  g*jfJan,-Mar. 

1557  of 
1956  V 


Mar. 

1956 


Feb. 

1957 


Boston,  Mass. 5/  

Fall  River,  Mass  , 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.. 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  , 

New  York,  N.Y.6/  , 

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co. , Ohio. 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee ,  Wis  


Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa. .. . 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. . 
Sioux  Falls -Mi tchell,S.D.. 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City, la. 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Lincoln -Council 

Bluff  s,IIebr .-  Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Kansas  City, Mo .-Kans .7/. . . 
Neosho  Valley, Kans .-Mo. 7/. 

Wichita,  Kans .]/  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Tenn-Va-Ky.*y. 

Knoxville,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark. 7/  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.7/.. 
Tulsa-Huskogee,  Okla. . . . 

Austin-Waco,  Tex. 7/  

Corpus  Christi,  Tex  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Tex  

Texas  Panhandle  

Central  Arizona  

Paget  Sound,  Wash. ]/.... 

Total  (37  markets)  1*/ 


1,000 
pounds 

2,073 
117 
293 
h3k 
297 
8,985 
2,089 
757 
1,717 
5,181* 
3,18U 
876 
231 
1,173 
69 
133 
56 


111* 
1,158 
777 
179 
252 
599 
155 
219 
375 
73 
331 
318 
359 
186 
1,11*2 
379 
191 
639 
1,201 


Pet. 

3.85 
3.72 
3.79 
3.70 
3.75 
3.55 
3.77 
3.53 
3.60 
3.51 
3.51* 
3.53 
3.15 
3.52 
3.1*0 
3.39 
3.50 
3.33 

3.60 
3.1*2 
3.50 
3.57 
3.3U 
3.72 
3.82 
3.71 
3.82 
3.65 
3.72 
3.61* 
3.65 
3.99 
3.68 
3.59 
3.59 
3.55 
3.53 


1,000 
pounds 
2,061 
112 
296 
1*1*3 
298 
9,162 
2,023 
756 
1,837 
5,119 
3,203 
899 
222 
1,212 
67 

i5o 
57 
83 

1*10 
1,131* 
770 
181* 
253 
59U 
165 
221* 
359 
82 
3U5 
327 
31*3 
191 
1,181 
1*03 
209 
669 
1,191* 


Pet. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
3.52 
3.76 
3.52 
3.58 
3.50 
3.53 
3.50 
3.1*7 
3.52 
3.39 
3.28 
3.U0 
3.32 

3.56 
3.1*1 
3.1*8 
3.51* 
3.32 
3.73 
3.76 
3.69 
3.80 
3.52 
3.72 
3.60 
3.65 
3.79 
3.62 
3.55 
3.56 
3.51* 
3.51* 


1,000 
pounds 

2,076 
116 
301 

1*51 
301 
9,003 
2,025 
751* 
1,818 
5,127 
3,201 
893 
223 
1,217 
67 
135 
57 
83 

1*10 
1,160 
801* 
187 
21*9 
596 
161* 
220 
370 
81 
31*0 
321* 
339 
191 
1,171* 
398 
207 
659 
1,198 


Pet. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

N.A. 

3.51 

3.76 

3.51 

3.58 

3.52 

3.53 

3.50 

3.1*7 

3.51 

3.1*1 

3.28 

3.36 

3.32 

3.56 
3.1*1 
3.1*9 
3.56 
3.32 
3.71* 
3.71* 
3.73 
3.78 
3.52 
3.70 
3.61 
3.61* 
3.82 
3.61 
3.56 
3.59 
3.53 
3.53 


Pet. 

100 

99 
103 
101* 
101 
100 

97 
100 
106 

99 
100 
102 

96 
101* 

98 
101 
101 

91* 

99 
100 
101* 
101* 
99 
99 
105 

100 
99 
110 
103 
102 
91* 
103 
103 
105 

108 
103 
100 


-Pet. 
101 
103 

102 
102 
101 

98 
100 
100 

99 
100 
100 

99 
100 
100 
100 

90 
101 
100 

100 
102 
101* 
102 
98 
100 
99 
98 
103 
98 
99 
99 
99 
100 
99 
99 
99 
98 
100 


Pct*_ 

102 

101 

103 

106 

102 

102 

100 

102 

108 

101 

100 

105 

98 
101* 

99 
107 
102 

96 

101 
103 
101* 
106 
102 
100 
109 
103 
101 
111 
106 
106 
97 
105 
101* 
108 
110 
106 
102 


36,705  8/3.57     37,01*0  J3/3.56    36,918  _8/3. 56 


1QQ.6  99. J  JLQ2.3 


1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 
2/  Preliminary.      3/  Revised.      k/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

5/  1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 
6/  Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing,  areas  as  whole  milk. 

7/  Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows  (in  thousand 
poinds)* Appalachian  5-3;  Austin-Waco  19.U;  Fort  Smith  1.7;  Kansas  City  23.5;  Neosho  Valley  10.8; 
Oklahoma  City  8.2;  Paget  Sound  31. 3;  Wichita  5.6. 

8/  Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  11. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for    March     1957*  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Mar,  1957  as  %$/ 


Marketing  area 


kj    March  1956 


Quantity 


M'fst 
test 


^/February  1957 


Quantity 


MTfat 
test 


j/    March  1957 


Quantity 


M'fat 
test 


Mar. 

1956 


Feb. 

1957 


Jan-Mar. 

1957  of 
1956  57 


Boston,  Mass. 6/  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass.  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio.... 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapoli  s-St . Paul , Minn . 
SiouxFalls-Mitchell,S.  D. 
CedarRapids-IowaCity,  la. 

Dubuque  ,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa„  

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  o 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 
Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.. 

Wichita,  Kansas  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalac  hi  an , T enn . -Va . -Ky „ 

KnoxviHe,  Tenn„  

Memphi  s ,  Tenn  

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  

Texas  Panhandle  

North  Texas  

Austin-Waco,  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas . . . . 

Central  Arizona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total  (36  markets)  5_/ 


1,000 
pounds 
67.1 
U.8 
8.2 

17.9 
9.9 
122.9 
80.8 
118.6 
U32.5 
26U.5 
75.2 
hO. 9  . 
95.2 
8.6 
23.7 
7.3 
11.6 

U8.9 
119.U 
58.9 
15.3 
16.7 
5U.9 
26.6 
33.8 
73.5 
7.1 
30.3 
27.2 
21.6 
160.U 
U6.6 
3U.8 
15.8 
52.0 
98.8 


Pet. 
0.98 
2.2h 
1.67 

0.  62 
1.31 
1.3U 
1.89 

1.  U8 
1.70 
2.06 
1.70 
1.09 
0.7U 
1.59 
0.89 
2.21 
0.79 

0.91 
1.87 
1.13 
1.9k 
0.62 
1.19 
0.6k 
0.69 
0.75 
0.81 
1.92 
0.6U 
1.92 
1.6k 
1.87 
2.05 
2.02 
0.7U 
0.U9 


1,000 

pounds 
69.2 
k.6 
8.7 
18.6 
10.5 
130.5 
83.6 
125.6 
U60.ii 
265  .k 
8U.0 
U2.7 
9k.9 
9.3 
27.7 
8.2 
12.5 

5U.8 
121.3 
60.U 
17.5 
17.2 
58.1 
23.1 
3U.0 
6h.h 
6.8 
30.8 
25.2 
22.1 
165.8 
Ui.6 
38.0 
16.2 
k2.h 
9k. k 


Pet. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 

1.2U 
1.9k 

1.51 
1.76 
1.98 
1.70 
1.08 
0.83 
1.61 
0.92 
2.3U 
0.96 

1.07 
1.85 
1.22 
2.39 
0.81 
1.15 
0.76 
0.68 
0.78 
O.89 
2.13 
O.69 
2.03 
1.89 
2.11 
2.17 
2.15 
0.73 
o.5i* 


1,000 

pounds 

75Tl 
k.9 
8.5 
19.  k 
lO.k 
133.0 
83.6 
13U.3 
U70.U 
267.6 
8U.9 
U2.9 
96.2 
9.6 
26.2 
8.6 
12.9 

55.1 
12U.7 
59.9 
15.9 
18.0 
58.5 
23.5 
33.1 
68.2 
6.8 
30.3 
25.5 
21.1 
160.9 
kk.l 
38.1 
15.7 

52.5 
96.1 


Pet. 
N.A, 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 

1.57 
1.92 
2.05 
1.79 
1.9k 
1.65 
1.11 
Q.Ik 
1.61* 
1.17 
2.37 
0.97 

1.0k 
1.91 
1.20 
2.19 
0.80 
1.18 

0.73 
0.66 
0.81 
0.87 
2.0k 
0.67 
1.99 
1.72 
1.98 
2.12 
2.08 
0.71 
0.56 


Pet. 

112 

103 

10k 

108 

106 

108 

10k 
113 

109 
101 
113 
105 
101 
111 
110 
118 
111 

113 

10U 
102 

lOi; 
108 
107 

88 
102 

93 

95 
100 

9k 

98 
100 

95 
109 
100 
101 

97 


Pet. 

109 
107 

98 
lOli 
100 
102 
100 
107 
102 
101 
101 
100 
101 
103 

95 
105 
103 

101 

103 
99 
91 

10U 

101 
102 
98 
106 

100 
98 

101 
96 
97 
99 

100 
97 

100 

102 


Pet. 

106 

101 

115 

108 

108 

107 

108 

109 

108 

100 

117 

111 

106 

108 

11U 

119 

116 

112 
108 
105 
109 
106 
108 

90 
102 

92 
100 
107 

97 
100 
10k 

97 
110 
103 

105 
100 


2,332.3  J/1.U7  2,i403.3   2/1.53  2.^36.6  j/l.56 


10U.5   101.U  105.5 


1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and  cultured  specialties, 
and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 

3/  Preliminary. 

Gy  Revised. 

5/    Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

%]    1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 
7/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for    March     1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


V  March  1956 

3/ebruary  1957 

3/  March  1957 

Mar,  1957  as  %  %/ 

Jan-Mar 0 

MAT'k'pl'.i'riP'  pt*pa 

M'fat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Mar. 

Feb. 

1957  of 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

19^6 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

ret. 

0.3 

16.0 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

_ 

— 

0.1 

12.6 

0.1 

N.A. 

0.1 

N.A. 

59 

91 

73 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass . . . 

0.9 

11.  h 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

_ 

- 

0.1 

9.3 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

— 

O.lt 

8.5 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

- 

17.8 

8.3 

U.6 

n.5 

h.h 

11.8 

25 

97 

58 

12.7 

11.3 

12.8 

11.3 

12.8 

11.2 

101 

100 

lOu 

18.9 

11.1 

21.1 

11.1 

20.7 

11.0 

109 

98 

115 

229.5 

12.1 

220.5 

12.1 

220.0 

12.2 

96 

100 

101 

5U.8 

10.6 

62.3 

10.5 

62.6 

10.5 

lilt 

100 

117 

12.  k 

12.5 

llt.O 

12.5 

llul 

12.5 

lilt 

101 

llo 

Quad  Cities,  ill. -Iowa... 

10.lt 

11.  U 

9.5 

11.9 

9.5 

11.8 

91 

99 

r»l. 

Minneapolis -St. PauljMirtn,, 

29.9 

12.0 

29.6 

12.3 

29.7 

12.1 

99 

100 

101 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell,S.D.. 

2.3 

13.0 

2.1 

13.0 

1.9 

12.6 

85 

91 

93 

CedarRapids-IowaCity,  la. 

6  .It 

11.1 

6.2 

11.5 

6.3 

11.6 

99 

102 

103 

2.U 

12.3 

2.3 

12.3 

2.3 

12.lt 

97 

100 

97 

3.9 

n.5 

3.5 

11.5 

3.5 

11.5 

90 

101 

92 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

15.0 

12.2 

Ik.h 

12.2 

1U.5 

12.2 

96 

100 

98 

15.3 

11.7 

16.0 

11.8 

16.3 

11.6 

106 

102 

110 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. . . . . 

9.9 

11.8 

10.9 

11.8 

10.9 

11.9 

111 

100 

lilt 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.. 

5.0 

12.2 

5.5 

12.1 

5.5 

12.0 

111 

101 

-1  *i  1 

111; 

5.2 

11.3 

5.1i 

11.5 

5.8 

11.6 

112 

108 

109 

5.0 

12.1 

6.1 

n.l 

6.3 

10.8 

12lt 

103 

126 

Appa lac hi an, Tenn . - V a . -Ky . 

0.2 

13.2 

o.lt 

llul 

O.U 

llul 

152 

100 

16k 

0.9 

12.7 

1.0 

12.  h 

1.0 

12.1 

119 

103 

122 

2.2 

11.6 

2.3 

n.5 

2.1 

11.5 

95 

93 

107 

0.7 

12.3 

0.7 

12.3 

0.7 

12.3 

103 

102 

103 

5.8 

12.1 

5.9 

11.9 

5.9 

12.0 

102 

101 

105 

lt.6 

11.8 

U.5 

11.9 

lt.6 

11.9 

101 

102 

lOit 

A  c; 

o  •  ? 

ll.I 

6  .It 

11.5 

6.h 

Uji 

XOU 

-LVJU 

101 

3.7 

12.2 

3.7 

11.8 

3.8 

11.6 

103 

102 

10lt 

18  .U 

12.2 

19.8 

12.1 

19.7 

11.9 

107 

99 

106 

8.7 

12.2 

8.1 

12.2 

8.1 

12.2 

93 

100 

9k 

2.8 

12.7 

3.0 

13.1 

3.0 

13.0 

107 

98 

108 

13.7 

ll.U 

Ht.2 

11.6 

13.9 

11.5 

102 

98 

103 

30.8 

n.5 

29.9 

11.6 

30.lt 

11.7 

99 

102 

102 

Total  (32  markets)  5/6/ 

555.7  2/11.7 

5U6.6  2/11.8 

547.2  J/11.8 

98^ 

100*1 

103.2 

•   1/    Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  includs  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  products  such  as  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  eggnog,  with  milkfat  content  higher 
than  whole  milk  and  lower  than  the  minimum  for  fluid  cream. 

V  Preliminary. 

IT/  Revised. 

"S/    Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

§/    Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
7/    Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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Table  13. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  fluid  cream  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for    March     1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


y  March  1956 

February  195  7 

3_/  March  1957 

Mar.  1957  as  %$] 

Jan—  Mar. 

nance  x*mg  area. 

M'iat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

1JL  

Feb* 

19$7  of 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

1956  57 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet, 

99.6 

21.1* 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

- 

2.8 

2l*.6 

2.6 

21*. 3 

2.6 

21*. 2 

91 

99 

✓  ✓ 

96 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

6.8 

26.1* 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

10.3 

27.3 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

7.5 

26.1 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

- 

51.1* 

22.3 

1*7.5 

22.5 

1*5.1* 

22.0 

88 

96 

95 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio.... 

6.1* 

22.5 

5.8 

22.3 

5.8 

22.3 

91 

100 

91* 

37.3 

20.9 

37.2 

20.8 

35.5 

19.3 

95 

96 

100 

70.8 

21.8 

65.5 

21.7 

61*  .8 

21.8 

92 

99 

96 

67.1 

19.8 

56.7 

20.0 

56.1* 

20.0 

81* 

100 

87 

Hi. 7 

25.3 

13.2 

21*. 9 

13.0 

25.1 

89 

98 

96 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 

1.2 

31.1* 

1.0 

30.3 

1.0 

29.5 

78 

100 

81* 

Minneapolis -St . Paul, Minn. 

23.3 

27.1* 

20.8 

27.8 

20,5 

28.0 

88 

99 

✓  ✓ 

90 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell,  S.D0 

0.5 

35.9 

o.5 

35.1* 

0.7 

31.7 

133 

13li 

115 

CedarRapids-IowaCity,  la. 

1.2 

27.1 

1.2 

21*. 3 

0.9 

25.5 

80 

80 

91 

0.1* 

32.0 

0.2 

29.7 

0.3 

29.2 

70 

105 

79 

0.1* 

30.1 

0.1* 

29.1* 

0.1* 

29.1* 

90 

102 

93 

Omaha-Lincoln -Council 

U.2 

25.7 

3.6 

25.7 

3.6 

26.0 

86 

101 

89 

19.6 

20.7 

18.2 

20.5 

17.6 

20.0 

90 

96 

91 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 

9.7 

21.8 

0.5 

21.9 

8.5 

22.2 

87 

100 

90 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.. 

0.9 

29.8 

0.7 

31.8 

0.7 

31.7 

81 

101 

79 

2.1* 

22.7 

1.9 

22.5 

1.9 

23.0 

79 

99 

82 

U.2 

2h.k 

3.9 

23.7 

3.8 

23.7 

90 

97 

96 

Appalachian, Tenn,-Va.-Ky# 

o.5 

27.6 

o.5 

26.5 

o.5 

26.5 

87 

100 

92 

1.3 

27.0 

1.1 

27.1 

l.i 

26.9 

82 

97 

87 

5.5 

22.1* 

1*.9 

21.9 

5.0 

22.1 

92 

101* 

91* 

o.3 

25.9 

0.3 

26.9 

0.3 

26.9 

91 

99 

93 

2.8 

25.3 

2.6 

2l*.9 

2.7 

25.3 

96 

101* 

97 

3.0 

25.0 

2.7 

2l*.l* 

2.7 

25.0 

90 

101 

91 

2.9 

29.3 

2.1 

30.3 

2.2 

30.5 

77 

108 

78 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas .... 

1.2 

21*. 1* 

0.8 

2i*.2 

0.7 

27.7 

59 

90 

69 

11  ft 

ot  ft 

10.8 

25.9 

11.5 

25.5 

97 

lOo 

100 

1.8 

28.0 

1.5 

26.1* 

1.7 

26.6 

97 

110 

07 
7  f 

88 

1.2 

29.2 

1.0 

28.6 

0.9 

29.3 

78 

96 

3.2 

25.8 

3.3 

2l*.9 

3.1* 

2l*.8 

108 

101* 

112 

17.8 

27.0 

15.5 

27.0 

15.8 

27.0 

89 

102 

90 

Total  (32  markets)  £/6/ 

371.7 

22.7 

336.3 

22.7 

331.9 

22J* 

89.3 

98.7 

»3*2 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  areaj  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  sweet,  soured,  and  aerated  cream  meeting  minimum  butterfat  standards. 

3/  Preliminary. 

h/  Revised. 

%/  Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

b/  Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  Hi. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer' in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for    March     1957,  with  comparisons 


Ma r»lr*»+""i  ncr  awa 

1  iCLi  JVC  V-Lil£^     d-L  CCL 

Average  daily  receipts 
of  milk  from  producers  1/ 

Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer^ 

Mar  . 

1956  2/ 

Feb. 

1957  3/ 

Mar  . 

1957  3/ 

Mar  .1957 

as  %  of" 
1956 

Mar  . 

1956  2/ 

Feb. 

19572/2/ 

■  Mar. 

1957  3/ 

Mar  ,.1957 
as  %  of 
1956 

1,000       1,000  1,000 

pounds     pounds       pounds  Percent 

Pounds    Pounds     Pounds  Percent 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  RiVer,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic: 

New  York,  N.  Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio.. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio.. 

Lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

South  Bend-LaPorte, Ind. . . . 

Chicago,  111  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia  

Rockf ord-Freeport,  111. . . . 

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior, Minn. -Wis . 

Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. . 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,Ia. 

Dubuque,  Ia  

Sioux  City,  Ia  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo... 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo. -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,S.D.. 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia  

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans  

South  Atlantic: 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri-State,Ky.-0hio-W.Va. . . 

Wheeling,  W.  Va  


1*,935 
H*7 
100* 
588 
350 

21*, 855 
3,665 

1,31*9 
1,23k 
2,726 
8143 
1,001 
3l*0 
755 

31*0 
1*33 
13,1:79 
665 
150 

1*,708 
217 
151 

1,555 

5o6 
2,395 

h  8o 

H*l* 

216 
1,269 

313 
1,686 

51*0 
8U 
62 

228 

923 
199 
155 
1*88 

159 
632 
l*oo 


H*l* 

h2h 

51*1 
338 

19,623 
3,508 

1,221 
1,191 
2,660 
773 
1,005 
305 
756 
266 
522 
H*,51*0 
607 
168 
1*,921 
206 
201 

1,61*5 
1*55 

2,671* 
595 
158 
221 

332 
1,889 

U73 
9k 
72 

21*2 

96k 
282 
182 
533 


U,930 
1U9 

1*3U 
565 
359 

22,093 
3,675 

1,277 
1,253 
2,667 
792 
1,031 
315 
782 
283 
539 
Hi, 790 
623 
166 
5,021 
212 
211 
1,661 

kSk 
2,580 

585 

166 

223 
1,280 

3U6 
1,979 

521 
9h 
71 

2k6 

969 
281; 

173 
51*6 


158  162 
573  601 
378  383 


100 
101 
98 
96 
103 

89 
100 

95 
102 

98 

9h 
103 

93 
10U 

83 
121* 
110 

9h 
111 
107 

98 
H*o 
107 

98 
108 
122 
115 
103 
101 
111 
117 

96 
112 
115 
108 

105 
H*3 
112 
112 

102 

95 
96 


lill* 

609 
1*03 
1*55 
1*83 

515 
1*83 

396 
272 
371* 
1*07 
hod 

385 
1*11 
330 
1*1*3 
61*7 
531 
631* 
373 
1*06 
337 
608 

329 
653 
591 
573 
1*59 
1*1*8 
1*21* 
1*31 
1*06 
562 
1*1*1 
693 

1*15 
l*5o 
1*65 
529 


389 
621* 
390 
1*62 
1*89 

1*1*5 
1*82 

376 
291 
372 
1*02 
1*35 
369 
1*1*3 
310 
509 
691 
568 
68U 
393 
1*11 
31*9 
701* 

315 
695 
677 
621 
519 
1*75 
1*1*0 
1*56 
1*16 
623 
51*8 
736 

1*1*7 
1*51* 
567 
613 


1*21* 
658 
1*00 
1*82 
515 

1*97 
501* 

381* 
305 
379 
1*13 
1*1*9 
380 
1*58 
320 
519 
699 
593 
699 
1*02 
1*26 
367 
721 

31*7 
712 
681* 
655 
530 
1*71* 
1*61 
1*75 
1*51 
625 
51*6 
71*7 

1*52 
1*51* 
539 
635 


102 
108 
99 
106 
107 

97 
101* 

97 
112 
101 
101 
110 

99 
111 

97 
117 
108 
112 
110 
108 
105 
109 
119 

105 

109 
116 
111* 
115 
106 
109 
110 

111 
111 

121* 
108 

109 
101 
116 
120 


319  313 
280  275 
293  281 


326  102 
287  102 
286  98 
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Table  ill. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for    March     1957 ,  with  comparisons — Continued 


Marketing  area 


Average  daily  receipts 
of  milk  from  producers  1/ 


Mar  . 

Feb. 

Mar. 

1956  2/ 

1957  3/ 

1957  3/ 

as  %  of 
1956 


Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer 


Mar. 

1956  2/ 


Feb. 

1957  2/3/ 

Mar. 
1957  3/ 

Mar  .1957 

as  %  of 
1956 

Pounds  Pounds 

I  Ox  \s  Gil  U 

513 

529 

125 

h08 

U13 

118 

527 

530 

110 

1*62 

U82 

110 

U68 

U97 

109 

U23 

hho 

109 

U56 

hh6 

102 

1,000 

pounds 


E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalac  hi  an , Term . - Va . - Ky 

Knoxville,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn  

Nashville,  Tenn  

Central  Mississippi  

W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  La  

Shrevefort,  La  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla. . . . 

Austin-Waco,  Texas  

Central  West  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas... 

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  

Mountain: 

Central  Arizona  

Pacific: 

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total    (63  markets) 


977 
99 
271 
hlk 
601 
609 
U68 

109 
356 
9U0 
286 
553 

U33 
1*66 

309 
2,218 
510 
300 

855 

2,201 


1,000 
pounds 

1,06U 
125 
351 
U70 
562 
672 
U8U 

127 
383 
1,000 
295 
590 
617 
391; 
U69 
310 

5U5 
3h3 

9h2 

2,21*6 


1,000 
pounds 

1,065 
127 

359 
1*88 
598 
699 
U93 

133 

363 
973 
322 
608 
655 
Uio 
1*70 
327 
2,5U8 
581 
326 

935 
2,370 


Percent 

109 
128 
132 
118 
100 
115 
105 

122 
102 

loU 
113 
110 
111 
95 
101 
106 
115 
111; 
109 

109 

108 


U23 
3h9 
U82 
U37 
U5U 
U05 
li36 

bh2 
1x79 
377 
629 
U07 
U83 
781 
611 
756 
716 
1,0U2 

5m 

1,820 

585 


U72 
U70 
Ull 
623 
bho 
U93 
875 
671 
91*3 
755 
1,032 
573 

2,079 

613 


U86 
U70 
U03 
669 
U57 
528 
909 
698 
982 
795 
1,101 
5U9 

2,092 

6U6 


110 
98 
107 
106 
112 
109 
116 

m 

130 
111 
106 
107 

115 

110 


89,376     86,091     90,383  101.1 


U87 


1*88 


513 


105.3 


1/    Excludes  producer-handlers  who  purchase  no  milk  from  other  producers. 

2/  Revised. 

3/  Preliminary. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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(Continued  from  page  15) 


March  sales  of  fluid  cream  continue  lower 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  in  32  of  the  37  Federal  Order  markets 
(li  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excepted),  on  a  product  pound 
basis  during  March  were  10*7  percent  below  March  1956  and  1*3  percent  lover 
than  in  February  1957.    Sales  were  lover  than  the  previous  year  in  30  of  the 
32  markets.    Compared  with  February,  sales  in  Ik  markets  were  less  than  the 
previous  month,  about  the  same  in  5,  and  higher  in  13  markets.  Cumulative 
sales  of  fluid  cream  items  for  the  first  three  months  of  1957  were  6*8  per- 
cent less  than  for  the  corresponding  period  in  1956.    Declines  of  as  much  as 
10  percent  were  reported  for  13  markets.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  sales 
of  fluid  cream  items  for  the  32  markets  in  March  was  22  .U  percent,  down 
slightly  from  the  22.7  percent  average  test  for  both  March  1956  and  February 
1957. 

March  1957  receipts  slightly  over  year  earlier 

Average  daily  receipts  of  whole  milk  from  producers  in  63  Federal  Order 
markets  during  March  1957  were  1.1  percent  higher  than  March  1956.  Receipts 
were  higher  in  U5  of  the  63  markets,  with  over  half  of  the  markets  showing 
increases  of  10  percent  or  more.    In  3  markets,  March  1957  receipts  were 
about  the  same  as  in  March  1956  but  were  lower  in  15  markets. 

Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  63  markets  averaged  513  pounds  or  5.3 
percent  higher  than  March  1956.    Fifty-six  of  the  63  markets  reported  higher 
daily  shipments  per  producer,  with  .28  markets  showing  increases  of  as  much 
as  10  percent  over  March  1956.    Compared  with  February,  average  daily  receipts 
per  producer  were  5  percent  higher.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  receipts  in 
59  of  the  63  markets  in  March  was  3.70  percent  as  compared  with  3.72  in  March 
1956  and  3.75  percent  in  February  1957. 

April  milk  production  shows  less  than  usual  seasonal  gain 

Production  of  milk  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  March  was  11 .U 
billion  pounds.    This  was  1  percent  more  than  April  of  1956  and  9  percent 
greater  than  the  19U6-55  April  average.    On  a  daily  basis,  April  output  was 
7.7  percent  higher  than  March,  compared  with  an  average  increase  of  11.0 
percent  for  the  years  19U6-55.    Production  per  capita  averaged  2.2b  pounds 
per  day,  compared  with  2.25  pounds  in  March  1956  and  an  average  of  2.30 
pounds  for  the  month  in  the  years  19U6-5U.   For  the  first  h  months  of  1957 
milk  production  totaled  Ul.6  billion  pounds  —  fractionally  above  the  previous 
high  for  the  same  period  established  in  1956. 
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SALES  OF  WHOLE  MILK  AND  VARIOUS  SKIM  MILK  AND  CREAM  PRODUCTS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  OCTOBER-DECEMBER,  1955  AND  1956 

Fourth  quarter  whole  and  akin  sales  2.8  percent  above  1955 

Average  daily-  sales  of  whole  and  skim  milk  products  combined  in  27  Federal 
Order  markets  for  the  fourth  quarter  of  1956  were  2.8  percent  higher  than  the 
same  period  in  1955.    Previous  quarter  comparisons  showed  1956  sales  at 'a  level 
of  U.7  percent  and  3.U  percent  higher  than  in  the  previous  year  for  the  first 
and  second  quarters,  respectively.    Third  quarter  sales  were  0.2  percent  below 
1955.   Whole  m-nir  sales,  which  made  up  95  percent  of  the  sales  of  this  group 
of  products,  were  2.5  percent  higher  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1956  than  in  1955. 
Plain  and  special  skim  milk  item  sales  were  18  percent  above  1955*  Buttermilk 
sales  in  October-December  1956  were  2.3  percent  less  than  for  the  same  period  in 
1955;  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks  were  0.6  percent  higher. 

Of  the  six  regions  represented,  increases  in  whole  milk  and  skim  milk 
products  sales  in  the  last  3  months  of  1956  ranged  from  l.U  percent  in  the  East 
North  Central  region  to  7.1  percent  in  the  West  South  Central  States  above  a 
year  earlier.    Sales  in  remaining  regions  increased  as  follows:    West  North 
Central,  U.2  percent;  Pacific,  3,h  percent;  East  South  Central,  2.U  percent, 
and  North  Atlantic,  1.8  percent. 

Fourth  quarter  cream  sales  virtually  unchanged  from  1Q55 

Sales  of  milkfat  in  all  fluid  cream  items  in  the  26  markets  represented  in 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1956  were  0.6  percent  less  than  in  the  same  period  in  1955. 
Quantitatively  the  most  important  changes  were  a  shift  from  light  cream  showing 
an  11. 6  percent  decline  in  sales,  to  an  8.2  percent  increase  in  the  sales  of  milk 
and  cream  mixtures.    Heavy  cream  sales  were  up  2.2  percent  over  the  same  period 
in  1955.    Eggnog  sales  for  the  period  in  1956  were  U.2  percent  below  1955.  Sour 
cream  sales  were  17.1*  percent  above  the  fourth  quarter  of  1955* 

By  geographic  regions,  sales  of  milkfat  in  all  fluid  cream  items  were  lower 
in  five  of  the  six  regions  represented,  with  declines  ranging  from  0.3  percent 
in  the  West  North  Central  and  West  South  Central  region  to  1.9  percent  on  the 
Pacific  coast.    Sales  in  the  East  South  Central  and  East  North  Central  regions 
were  1.2  and  1.1  percent  lower,  respectively.    In  the  North  Atlantic  States 
Federal  Order  market    sales  of  all  cream  products  were  0*7  percent  higher  in 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1956  than  in  1955. 

Annual  sales  whole,  skim  milk,  mixtures  higher:  buttermilk,  light  cream  lower 

In  the  27  markets  combined  sales  of  whole  and  skim  milk  products  for  the 
year  1956  were  2.7  percent  higher  than  in  1955.    Whole  milk  sales  were  2.6 
percent  higher.    Sales  of  plain  and  special  skim  milk  items  were  15.0  percent 
above  1955.    Buttermilk  and  flavored  milk  and  drink  sales  for  1956  were  5.6 
and  1.9  percent,  respectively,  below  1955.    Sales  of  milkfat  in  all  cream  items 
in  26  markets  for  the  year  1956  were  0.8  percent  higher  than  1955.    Sales  of 
milk  and  cream  mixtures  were  9.3  percent  higher;  heavy  cream  sales  were  1.2 
percent  above  1955.    Eggnog  and  sour  cream  product  sales  were  U.8  percent  and 
12.7  percent,  respectively,  higher  in  1956  than  1955.    However,  light  cream 
sales  were  down  7.9  percent  from  1955. 
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Table  1$  .-Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  and  skim  milk  products  in  certain 
Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  by  regions,  October-December  1956. 

with  comparisons  1/ 

,  


Item 

Oct. -Dec.  1955 

Oct. -Dec.  1956 

3c t. -Dec. 

1956  as  % 

dan.*-    Dec.  1956 
quantity  as  %  of 

Quantity  Percent 
of  total 

Quantity  J™»J 
of  total 

of  1955 

Previous  year  Total 

North  Atlantic  2/ 

Plain  h.  special  skim. 
Flavored  milk&  drinks 

PnnnH  o            Pa  t*^*  <»ri4" 

pAll  Tlr*1  c;                 7^0  + 
L  \J  U-HLi.Q             F  "I  L  v  .1  i  b 

f  Cl  bLIi  O 

rciuciiu              r  01  ocixv 

U, 157,989  95.7 
81,768  1.9 
27,653  0.6 
80,363  1.8 

U,225,67l4  95.5 
95,389  2.2 
26,63U  0.6 
77,059  1.7 

101.6 
116.7 
96.3 
95.9 

101.2  95.3 

115.3  2.1 
91.8  0.7 
92.1  1.9 

East  North  Central  2/ 

Plain  Especial  skim.. 
Flavored  milk 4. drinks., 

West  North  Central  2/ 

Plain  &  special  skim.. 
Flavored  milk  &  drinks 

East  South  Central  2/ 

Plain& special  skim..'. 
Flavored  milk  &  drinks 

West  South  Central  2/ 

Plain  4  special  skim.. 
Flavored  milk  &  drinks 

Total  

U,3U7,773  100.0 

U,U2U,756  100.0 

101.8 

101.2  100.0 
1  .1 

)i  or>7  Anft        qo  0 

U,7U(,OU0  JC-mC. 

120,313  2.2 
110,813  2.1 

185,531  3.5 
1,377  0.0 

i4,7UO,UOX  7t.U 

11)3,591  2.7 
10l4,l480  1.9 

182,873  3.U 
1,598  0.0 

im  0 

XV  x .  c 

119.3 
9U.3 
98.6 

116.0 

t  m  0               on  0 
113.7  2.6 
90.2  2.2 
95.8  3.3 
9U.1  0.0 

5,325,6U2  100.0 

5,398,603  100.0 

101. U 

101.7  100.0 

U,680,896  91.8 
200,1473  3.9 
95,9UU  1.9 
118,9614        2. It 
88  0.0 

U,8U5,359  91.2 
2U5,218  I4.6 
9U,3U2  1.8 
126,U09  2.I4 
106  0.0 

103.5 
122.3 
98.3 
IO6.3 
120.5 

103.1  91.0 
118.7  U.6 
95.1  2.0 
10U.1  2.U 
125.5  0.0 

5,096,365  100.0 

5,3ll,U3U  100.0 

10U.2 

103.6  100.0 

575,U39  91.7 
23,682  2.2 
21,51)5  3.U 
16,627  2.7 
0  0.0 

587,916  91.6 
16,912  2.6 
20,526  3.2 
16,681  2.6 
18  0.0 

102.2 
123.6 
95.3 
100.3 

10U.8  91.U 
110.9  2.5 
9U.2  3.U 
100.5  2.7 
0.0 

627,293  100.0 

61;2,083  100.0 

102. U 

10U.U  100.0 

L,067,732  91.9 
21,855  1.9 
148,1143  U.l 
214,270  2.1 
102  0.0 

I,ll4l,6l8  91.8 
25,OU2  2.0 
50,997  U.l 
26,332  2.1 
161  0.0 

106.9 
111;. 6 
105.9 
108.5 
157.8 

105 .U  91.6 
116.3  2.0 
102.7  U.U 
108.3  2.0 

166.7  0.0 

L,l62,102  100.0 

i,2UU,i5o  100.0 

107.1 

105.5           100. 0 
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Table  15. -Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  and  skim  milk  products  in  certain 
Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  by  regions,  October-December  1956, 

with  comparisons  1/ — continued 


Item 

Oct. -Doc.  1955 

Oct. -Dec.  1956 

Oct. -Dec. 

1956  as  % 
of  1955 

Jan.- Dec  t  1956 
quantity  as  %  of 

„" 

Previous  year  Total 

pacific  2/ 

Plain  4  special  skim. 
Flavored  milk&drlnte 

total,  27  markets 

Plain  &  special  skim. 
Flavored  milk  &  drinks 

i 

Pounds  Percent 

Pounds  Percent 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

1,152,950  92.8 
55,7U2  U.5 
23,772  1.9 
s      10,563  0.8 

1,196,166  93.1 
56,688  h.h 
23,219  1.8 
9,587  0.7 

103.7 
101.7 
97.7 
90.8 

10b. 9  92.5 
10U.9  h.6 
99.8  2.0 
96.8  0.9 

l,2li3,027  100.0 

1,285,660  100.0 

103  .1* 

1QU.7  100.0 

l6,5U2,6lli  92.9 
U93,833  2.8 
327,869  1.8 

,     U36,319  2.5 
1,567  0.0 

16,962,82U  92.7 
582,839  3.2 
320,199  1.7 
U38,9Ul  2.1* 
1,883  0.0 

102.5 
118.0 
97.7 
100.6 
120.2 

102.6  92.5 
115.0  3.1 
9h.h  2.0 
98.1  2.1* 
100.1*  0.0 

17,802,202  100.0 

18,306,686  100.0 

102.8 

102.7  100.0 

l/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area  except  yogurt;  includes  all  markets  for  which 
±n-area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales.  Data 
shown  may  be  slightly  higher  than  actual  product  sales  because  the  skim  equivalent  of  nonfat 
solids  added  to  some  products  is  chargeable  as  a  fluid  item  to  handlers  in  some  markets  and 
could  not  always  be  segregated.    For  yogurt,  data  do  not  include  sales  by  non-pool  handlers  in 
markets  where  the  use  of  producer  milk  is  not  required.    The  resulting  understatement  is  partly 
compensated  for  by  the  fact  that  sales  of  yogurt  by  pool  handlers  may  not  have  been  segregated 
from  total  sales  as  completely  as  is  true  of  other  sales. 

2/  Regions  include  -  North  Atlantic;  Boston,  Fall  River,  and  Philadelphia. 

East  North  Central;  Akron,  Stark  County,  Detroit,  Ft.  ¥ayne,  and 
Milwaukee. 

West  North  Central;  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul,  Dubuque,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  City,  Quad  Cities,  Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  SiouX  City,  Omaha- 
Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  St.  Louis,  Ozarks,  Kansas  City, 
Neosho  Valley,  Wichita,  and  Southwest  Kansas. 

East  South  'Central ;  Louisville. 

West  South  Central;  Fort  Smith,  Oklahoma  City,  Tulsa-Muskogee,  and 

San  Antonio. 
Pacific ;  Puget  Sound. 

y  Includes  yogurt  sales  for  Philadelphia  only;  sales  for  Boston  and  Fall  River  are  not 
available. 

h/  Includes  yogurt  sales. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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Table  16. -Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  products  in  certain 
Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  by  regions,  October-December  1956, 
with  comparisons  1/ 


Item 

Oct.-Dec.  1955 

Oct. -Deo,  1956 

0ct.-Dec. 

1956  as  % 

Jan. -Dec.  1956 
quantity  as  %  of 

Quantity  p«cf>J 
^        y  of  total 

of  1955 

Previous  year  Total 

North  Atlantic  c/ 

Pounds  Percent 

Pounds  Percent 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

172  l.U 

8,853  71.6 
1,756  lU.2 
602  U.9 
UU2  3.6 

U23  3.U 

8,UU0  67.8 
1,871  15.0 
622  5.0 
UU7  3.6 

2U5.9 

95.3 
106.5 
103.3 

101.1 

200.0  2.U 
no  1  2.2 
99.6  68.U 
110.U  16.5 
95.U  5.8 
91.3  U.7 

12,356  100.0 

12,UU8  100.0 

100.7 

102.1  100.0 

East  North  Central  2/ 
West  North  Central  2/ 

8,763  29.1 
1.556  5.2 
13,078  U3.5 
U,831  16.1 
1,707  5.7 
131  0.U 

9,97U  33.5 
1.568  5.3 
11,182  37.6 
5,018  16.9 
1,81*1  6.2 
161  0.5 

113.8 
100.8 
85.5 
103.9 
107.9 
122.9 

HU.9  33.5 
100.3  1.5 
90.3  U2.2 
102.5         15 M 
103.9  6.9 
117.3  0.5 

30,066  100.0 

29,7UU  100.0 

98.9 

100.6  100.0 

12,936  Ul.3 

7,320  23.U 
7,U86  23.9 
75U  2.U 
l,U96  U.8 

13,523  U3.3 

t    )iA7               )i  7 

6,312  20.2 
7,738  2U.8 
978  3.2 
1,196  3.8 

10U.5 

n  n  t 
xJ_L.  ± 

105.3  U5.7 

87.7  22.7 
100.9  23.0 
13U.0  3.3 
103.7  U.O 

East  South  Central  2/ 
West  South  Central  2/ 

86.2 
103  .U 
129.7 

79.9 

31,313  100.0 

31,211*  100.0 

99.7 

100.U  100.0 

567  26.6 
U79  22.5 
820  38.5 
2U7  11.6 
17  0.8 
0  0.0 

690  32.8 
UlU  19.7 
75U  35.8 
226  10.7 
20  1.0 
0  0.0 

121.7 
86  .U 
92.0 
91.5 

117.6 

118.8  35.8 

86.0  6.3 

97.1  UU.8 
105.8  12.0 
111.8  1.1 

0 

2,130  100.0 

2,10U  100.0 

98.8 

ioU.3  loo.o 

2,253  UU.5 
736  1U.6 
913  18.1 
1,121*  22.2 
32  0.6 
0  0.0 

<2,318  U6.0 
711  lU.l 
775       15 .U 

1,131       22. U 
109  2.1 
0  0.0 

102.9 
96.6 
8U.9 
100.6 
3U0.6 

107.0  52.3 

96.8  U.2 

89.9  18.6 
99.U  23.2 

39U.7  1.7 
0.0  0.0 

5,058  100.0 

5,oUU  loo.o 

99.7 

102. U  100.0 
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Table  16. -Average  daily  sales  of  milkfat  in  fluid  cream  products  in  certain 
Federal  Order  marketing  areas,  by  regions,  October-December  1956, 
with  comparisons  \J — continued 


Item 

Oct. -Dec.  1955 

Oct. -Dec.  1956 

Oct. -Dec. 

1956  as  % 
of  1955 

Jan. -Dec.  1$$6 
quantity  as  %  of 

Quantity 

Percent 
of  total 

Quantity 

Percent 

of  total 

Previous  year 

Total 

Pacific  2/ 

Total,  26  markets  2/ 

Pounds  Percent 

Pounds  Percent 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

3,U8U  Uo.l 
186  2.] 
1,501  17.3 

191  2.2 

3,5U5  Ul.6 
206  2.U 
1,255  1U.7 

309  3.6 

101.8 
110.8 
83.6 
96.U 
161.8 

106.7  U3.0 

110.6  0.6 
86.6  16.5 
95.1  36.8 

168.7  3.1 

8,695  100.0 

8,529  100.0 

98.1 

99.5  100.0 

28,175  31.il 
U,809  5.U 
32,U85  36.2 
18,777  21.0 
3,303  3e7 
2,069  2.3 

30,U73  3U.2 
5,011  5.6 
28,718  32.2 
19,198  21.6 
3,879  U.U 
l,8oU  2.0 

108.2 
10U.2 

88.U 
102.2 
117.U 

87*2 

109.3  35.2 
10U.8  1.7 
92.1  35.5 
101.2  20.6 
112.7  U.7 
100.7  2.3 

89,618  100.0 

89,083  100.0 

99.U 

100.8  100.0 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area  except  sour  and  aerated  cream;  includes  all 
markets  for  which  in -area  data  are  segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  o'Ut- 
of-area  sales.    For  sour  and  aerated  cream,  data  do  not  include  sales  by  non-pool  handlers 
in  markets  where  the  use  of  producer  milk  is  not  required.    The  resulting  understatement  is 
partly  compensated  for  by  the  fact  that  sales  of  these  items  by  pool  handlers  may  not  have 
been  segregated  from  total  sales  as  completely  as  is  true  of  other  sales. 

2/  Regions  include  -  North  Atlantic ;    Fall  River  and  Philadelphia. 

East  North  CenCral;    Akron,  Stark  County,  Detroit,  Ft.  Wayne,  and 
Milwaukee. 

VJest  North  Central;    Minneapolis,  St.  Paul,  Dubuque,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa  City,  Quad  Cities,  Sioux  Falls -Mitchell,  Sioux  City,  Omaha- 
Lincoln-Council  Bluffs,  St.  Louis,  Ozarks,  Kansas  City,  Topeka, 
Neosho  Valley,  Wichita,  and  Southwest  Kansas. 

East  South  Central;  Louisville. 

VJest  South  Central;    Fort  Smith,  Oklahoma  City,  Tulaa-Muskogee,  and 

San  Antonio. 
Pacific;    Puget  Sound. 

3/  Includes  aerated  cream. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from 
reports  of  Market  Administrators. 
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OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 


(Continued  from  page  U) 

In  the  East  South  Central  region,  early  Hay  dealers' buying  prices  for  Class  I 
milk  averaged  $h*99  per  hundredweight,  down  2  cents  from  the  April  average  and  2k 
cents  from  May  1956 •    In  the  Lexington,  Ky.  market,  the  basic  Class  I  price  dropped 
25  cents  per  hundredweight.    In  Paducah,  Ky,,  Class  I  prices  declined  7  cents  per 
hundredweight  and  in  Knoxville,  Term,  and  Jackson,  Miss.  8  cents.    Resale  prices 
in  these  markets  were  reportedly  unchanged  from  a  month  earlier. 

In  the  West  South  Central  area,  Class  I  prices  in  May  averaged  $5*28  per 
hundredweight,  6  cents  below  April  and  50  cents  below  May  last  year.    In  the  New 
Orleans,  La.  market  the  Class  I  price  was  52  cents  below  April.    Early  May  resale 
prices  were  reported  to  be  unchanged.    Under  the  newly  created  Oklahoma  Metropolitan 
order,  F.O.M.  prices  for  the  Oklahoma  City  market  were  38  cents  below  April  and  in 
the  Tulsa  market,  6  cents  below  the  April  F.O.M.  price.    However,  in  April 
negotiated  premiums  were  25  cents  and  75  cents  in  the  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa 
markets  respectively.    Premiums  for  May  have  not  been  determined  at  this  time. 
In  both  these  markets,  resale  prices  have  not  changed.    In  the  Austin  and  Dallas 
markets,  Class  I  prices  were  up  10  cents  per  hundredweight.    In  the  Austin  market 
resale  prices  remained  the  same  but  in  Dallas,  both  home  delivered  and  store  prices 
dropped  1  cent  per  quart. 

In  the  Mountain  region,  dealers'  buying  prices  for  Class  I  milk  in  early  May 
averaged  $5.73  per  hundredweight,  1  cent  below  April  but  7  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  the  May  1956  average.    The  only  changes  reported  in  early  May  prices  were  8 
cent  per  hundredweight  declines  in  the  Class  I  price  in  the  Phoenix  and  Tucson 
markets.    Resale  prices  in  these  markets  remained  unchanged  from  the  April  level. 

In  the  Pacific  Coast  States,  early  May  Class  I  prices  averaged  $5*06  per 
hundredweight,  25  cents  below  the  average  for  April  but  12  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  May  last  year.    Changes  reported  were  all  in  California  markets.    Class  I 
prices  decreased  U5  cents  per  hundredweight  in  Fresno,  Sacramento,  and  San 
Francisco.    Resale  prices  in  these  markets  declined  1  cent  per  quart  for  milk 
delivered  to  homes  and  sold  at  stores.    Decreases  of  22  cents  per  hundredweight 
in  producer  prices  and  l/2  cent  per  quart  at  resale  were  reported  for  the 
San  Diego  and  Santa  Barbara  markets.    Class  I  prices  also  dropped  22  cents  in 
Los  Angeles  but  resale  prices  remained  unchanged. 


Agriculture-Washington 
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June  18,  1957 


Fluid  milk  prices  in  early  June  19$  7  were  generally  steady  to  slightly 
higher,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    Dealers'  buying 
prices  for  Class  I  milk  were  higher  in  9  markets,  or  about  1  out  of  17 
markets  reporting.    At  retail,  prices  for  milk  delivered  to  homes  in  early 
June  increased  in  lh  markets,  or  about  1  in  every  11  markets  reporting. 
Class  I  prices  were  down  in  2  markets  and  retail  prices  declined  in  2  markets. 
However,  Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  a  number  of  markets 
and  will  not  be  published  until  the  July  report. 

The  average  price  for  a  single  quart  of  whole  milk  delivered  to  homes  in 
2$  major  cities  in  early  June  was  2lu3  cents  per  quart.    This  was  down  0.1 
cent  from  the  May  average,  but  was  one-half  cent  above  the  June  1956  average. 
Two  markets  reported  declines  —  one-half  cent  per  quart  in  Detroit  and  2^ 
cents  per  quart  in  Minneapolis.    The  decline  in  the  Minneapolis  home  delivered 
price  is  due  to  the  discontinuing  of  the  5-cent  service  charge  on  the  first 
unit  at  each  single  delivery  location.    As  this  service  charge  has  been 
previously  assumed  to  represent  a  2 -quart  purchase  for  every  other  day 
delivery,  the  25-city  average  was  affected  by  only  2-|  cents  of  this  decrease© 
On  the  other  hand,  both  the  Boston,  Mass,  and  Seattle,  Wash,  markets  reported 
increases  of  one-half  cent  per  quart  in  home  delivered  prices. 

The  dealers'  weighted  average  buying  price  for  Class  I  milk  in  principal 
markets  over  the  country  in  early  June  was  $5.17  per  hundredweight.    This  was 
2  cents  per  hundredweight  below  June  1956,  but  was  unchanged  from  the  May  1957 
average.    In  the  5-year  period,  1951-55*  the  average  Class  I  buying  prices 
declined  1  cent  per  hundredweight  from  May  to  June. 

In  the  New  England  region,  the  average  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers  was 
$5.71  per  hundredweight  —  56  cents  above  last  year  and  16  cents  above  May. 
The  Class  I  price  in  the  k  New  Hampshire  markets  reporting  was  22  cents  per 
hundredweight  above  May.    Retail  prices  were  one-half  cent  per  quart  higher. 
The  5  Massachusetts  markets  shown  were  also  higher  by  22  cents  per  hundredweight 
for  Class  I  milk,  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  for  milk  at  retail. 

In  the  Middle  Atlantic  States,  the  dealers'  average  Class  I  buying  price 
was  $5.72  per  hundredweight  in  early  June.    This  was  27  cents  per  hundredweight 
above  last  June,  but  1  cent  below  May.    The  Buffalo,  N.  Y,  retail  price  was  1 
cent  per  quart  higher.    The  Class  I  price  remained  unchanged  from  May.    In  the 
important  New  York  City  market,  the  Class  I  price  was  down  2  cents  per  hundred- 
weight but  with  retail  prices  unchanged. 


(Continued  on  page  lip 
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Table  3»-Dealers'  weighted  average  buying  prices  (f.o.b.  city)  for  standard 
grade  milk  for  distribution  as  milk,  United  States,  by  regions, 
June  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


(Per  hundredweight  -  3»5%  fat;  weighted  by  population  of  individual  markets) 


June 

May 

June 

1957 

Region 

Markets 

1956 

1957 

Range 

Average 

Number 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

x  / 

J  •  iJ 

c  CK 
J  «DD 

J  .W— O.  3£ 

5.71 

16 

5.45 

5.73 

3.72-6.00 

5.72 

25 

4.59 

4*22 

3.57-4.94 

4.19 

20 

4.56 

•4.07 

3.39-4.89 

4.04 

26 

6.15 

6.26 

4.49-7.19 

6.26 

12 

5.24 

4.99 

3.77-6.18 

4.99 

15 

5.74 

•5.33 

4.58-5.98 

5.32 

13 

5.74 

5.73 

4.38-6.04 

5.73 

12 

4.94 

5.06 

4.62-6.05 

5.06 

156 

5.19 

•5.17 

3.39-7.19 

5.17 

\J   In  some  markets  the  prloes  paid  for  fluid  milk  and  fluid  ©ream  are  the  same.  Inoludes 
d&sc  I  prices,  base  or  basic  prioe  and  flat  prices  where  effective. 
•  Re-rised. 


Table  U.  Prevailing  prices  of  standard  grade  milk  per  single  quart 
delivered  to  homes  in  25  cities,  June  1957  with  comparisons  1/ 


(Gents  per  single  quart) 


Markets 


1951-55 
June  av. 


June 

1957 


Markets 


1951-55 
June  ar. 


June 
1956 


May 
1957 


June 
1957 


Boston,  Mass.... 
Hartford*  Conn.. 
New  York,  N.  Y. . 
Philadelphia,  Pa 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.. 
Cleveland*  Ohio. . 
Indianapolis,  Ind 
Chicago,  111.... 
Detroit,  Ml oh... 
Milwaukee,  Wis.. 
Minneap  oli  8 ,Mlnn 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
Qaaha,  Nebr. .... 


Baltimore,  Md   23.3  24 

Washington,  D.  C.  23.6  25 

Jacksonville,  Jla.  26.6  27 

Louisville,  ly...  23.4  25 

New  Orleans,  La..  25.6  26f 

Dallas,  Texas....  22.9  25 

over,  Colo   23.4  25 

ltLakeCity,Utal  21.0  22 

Seattle,  Wash....  20.8  23 

Portland,  Ore ....  21 .8  24 

SanJrancisco, Calif.  21.7  21* 

Los  Angeles, Calif.  21.7  22fr 

25  cities  averagej  22.3  23.8 


25 
26 
27 
25 
26 
25 
25 
23 
24 
25. 

"  24.4 


25 
26 

27 
25 
26 
25 
25 
23 
24i 

24.3 


A/   "Standard  grade"  is  grade  commonly  sold  in  each  market.    Grades  vary  between  markets  due 
to  differences  in  determining  factors-    The  prices  shown  are  the  latest  reported  up  to  and 
including  the  10th  of  the  month. 

gj   in  markets  haring  a  service  charge  on  the  first  unit  at  each  single  delivery  location,  the 
charge  has  been  divided  between  2  quarts.    Sinoe  the  single  quart  concept  used  historically  is 
based  on  every  day  delivery,  it  is  assumed  that  under  every  other  day  delivery  the  charge 
represents  a  two  quart  purchase. 
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Table  6. -Retail  prioes  for  cottage  oheese  in  June  1957 


Cities 

Pound  packages 

12-oz.  package 

Other  packages 

To  homes   |  At  stores 

To  homes  |  At  stores 

To  homes    At  stores 

Buffalo,  N.  Y. ........ 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans. 
Washington,  D.  C  

Oklahoma  City,  Ckla... 

n  v£» -    C\ r\\  e\    _  .  _     _     _  _ 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.. 

Los  Angeles,  Calif.... 
San  Francisoo,  Calif.. 

Cents  Cents 

35-35^  31 
35 

31-33  32-33 
30-32  25-29 
35 

28  23-29 
35  30 

29  29 

3/25  3/25 
"29 

26  23-29 
28 

25 

23-25  23 

30  28 
29  28 

27 

31  26 
29  28-29 

26 

27  22 
35  30-35 

29  28 

32  32 
35  25-35 

30-31 
32  29-32 

Cents  Cents 

25  24 

19-23 

27,  21 
26i 

25  25 
33  24|*«7 

19-23 

23  22-23 

26  25 
24 

21  19-20 
25  22 

24  23 

27  27 

28  26-29 
25 

25  25 
23-25  18-25 

25  25 
26 

26  26 
25  22-23 
23  21 

27  24-27 
22 

or 

27  25 

Cents  Cents 

1/22  18 
1/22 

1/20* 

1/18  1/18 

2/31-33 

4/53  4/53 

4/57  4/57-59 

mm  mm 

1/17  1/LA 
5A25 

4/61  4/61 

mm  mm 

1/    8-oz.  package.  4/    2-pound  paokage. 

2/    14-i-oz.  package.  5/    5-pound  package. 

3/    Per  pound  for  5  or  more. 
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TABLE  7.  — MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER  INDICATED  POINTS 

IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  APRIL  1957 


Basic 
fat 
test 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
basic  test 
per  cwt. 

Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 

Gross  blend 
price  at 
3.  5<7o  test 
per  cwt. 

Pet, 

Dollars 

Cents 

Dollars 

3.7 

4.07 

7.4 

3.92 

3.7 

•  5.60 

7.4 

5. 45 

3.7 

5.  23 

7.4 

5.  08 

3.7 

5.12 

7.4 

4.97 

3.7 

5. 22 

7.4 

5.  07 

Marketing  area 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 

at  basic 
test 


Minimum 
Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5°!o  test 
per  cwt. 


New  England: 

Boston,  201-210  mile  zone  

Fall  River,  City  plants  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass. ,  City  plants 

Springfield,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Worcester,  Mass. ,  City  plants  

Middle  Atlantic; 

New  York,  201-210  mile  zone  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central: 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio  

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  Grade  A  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield,  Grade  A  

Lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

South  Bend-La  Porte  

Chicago  Gr.  A  55-70  mile  zone.... 

Quad  Cities,  111.  -Iowa  

Rockf ord -Freeport,  DL  Gr.  A  

Detroit,  Mich.  

Muskegon,  Mich.  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central: 

Duluth -Superior,  Minn.  -Wis  

Minneapolis -St.  Paul,  Minn  

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  la  

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  la  

Kansas  City,  Mo.  -Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.  -Mo  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo.  -Ark  

Black  Hills,  S.  D.  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.  D. .  ....... 

Omaha-Lin.  -Coun.  Bluffs,  Nebr.  -Ia. . 

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans  

South  Atlantic: 

Wilmington,  Del.  

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri -State  area,  Ky.  -Ohio-W.  Va. . . . 

Bluefield,  W.  Va. -Va  

Wheeling,  W.  Va  

E.  South  Central: 

Louisville,  Ky  

Paducah,  Ky  

Appalachian,  Term. ,  Va.  &  Ky  

Chattanooga,  Term  

Knoxville,  Tenn  

Memphis,  Tenn.  

Nashville,  Tenn.  

Central  Mississippi  


3.5 
4.0 


3.  97 
*  4.75 


5.8 
5.0 


3.97 
4.50 


Dollars     Dollars  Dollars 

  5. 04 

  5. 65 

  5. 58 

  5. 58 

  5. 58 


5.37 
4.99 


3.5 

4. 32 

7.6 

4.32 



— 

4.52 

3.5 

6/3.72 

7.6 

3.  72 



— 

4.60 

3.5 

4.25 

7.5 

4.25 

4.40 

3.10 

4.  57 

3.5 

6/4.07 

7.3 

4.07 



— 

4.57 

3.5 

67  3. 83 

7.1 

3.  83 



— 

4.41 

3.5 

•3. 98 

7.7 

3.98 



— 

4.23 

3.5 

•  3.  98 

7.0 

3.98 





4.15 

3.5 

3.59 

6.8 

3.  59 



— 

3.91 

3.5 

3.73 

7.1 

3. 73 

3.84 

3.10 

4/3.  93 

3.5 

3. 45 

7.1 

3. 45 

3.55 

3.15 

4~/3. 73 

3.5 

3.48 

7.5 

3.48 

4.03 

3.5 

3.  57 

7.1 

3.  57 

1/3.75 

3.5 

3.92 

6.5 

3.92 

4.01 

3.  30 

4/4. 21 

3.5 

3.96 

6.5 

3.  96 

4.12 

3. 15 

4.32 

3.5 

*3. 90 

6.5 

3.  90 

--- 

4.20 

3.5 

*3. 58 

7.1 

3.  58 

3.  66 

3.08 

3.69 

3.5 

3. 66 

7.4 

3.  66 

4.34 

3.5 

3.  61 

7.4 

3.  61 

3.82 

3. 17 

3.87 

3.5 

3.47 

7.1 

3.47 

— 

— 

3.  93 

3.5 

3.  37 

7.1 

3. 37 

— 

— 

3.93 

3.5 

6/3. 68 

7.0 

3.68 



— 

4/4.  51 

3.8 

~  4.18 

6.3 

3.  99 

4.32 

3.16 

"4.30 

4.0 

3.98 

7.1 

3.63 

4.12 

3.  20 

4.05 

3.5 

3. 63 

6.8 

3.  63 





3. 77 

3.5 

3.39 

6.8 

3.  39 



— 

3.73 

3. 5 

4.  50 

7.0 

4.  50 

5.  20 

2.  92 

5.  32 

3.5 

•  4.37 

9.0 

4.37 

4.57 

3.5 

3.88 

7.0 

3.88 

4/4.37 

3.8 

6/3. 83 

7.0 

3.62 

474.46 

3.8 

4.02 

6.3 

3.  83 

4.16 

3.16 

~  4.30 

3.8 

6yQ.  96 

7.1 

3.75 

4.87 

3.8 

"4.43 

7.1 

4.22 

4.61 

3.25 

4.88 

4.0 

•4.76 

5.5 

4.49 

4.84 

3.5 

4.72 

7.6 

4.72 

4.  91 

3.39 

4.92 

3.5 

•4.21 

7.1 

4.21 

2/4.47 

4.0 

•4.95 

7.0 

4.60 

4.98 

4.76 

"4.63 

3.5 

4.44 

7.5 

4.44 

4.63 

3.06 

4.67 

3.8 

6/3. 78 

6.5 

3.  59 

4.45 

3.5 

~  3.71 

6.5 

3.71 

3.87 

4.0 

•  4.80 

6.9 

4.46 

5.10 

3. 28 

4.88 

4.0 

4.55 

7.1 

4.20 

4.90 

3.  09 

4.90 

4.0 

4.40 

7.1 

4.05 

4.67 

3.15 

4.61 

4.0 

*  4.79 

6.5 

4.47 

4.94 

4.08 

4.63 

4.0 

•  3.  95 

7.2 

3.  59 

4.12 

3.26 

4.09 

4.0 

4.67 

7.0 

4.32 

5.  03 

3.16 

5.12 
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TABLE  7.  —(CONTINUED)  MINIMUM  BLEND  AND  CLASS  I  PRICES,  F.O.  B.  MARKET  OR  OTHER 
INDICATED  POINTS  IN  FEDERAL  ORDER  MARKETS,  APRIL  1957 


Marketing  area 


Basic 
fat 
test 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

basic  test 
per  cwt. 


Blend 
price 
fat 
diff. 


Gross  blend 
price  at 

3.  5°Jo  test 
per  cwt. 


Base  price 
at  basic 
test 


Excess 
price 
at  basic 
test 


Minimum 

Class  I 
price  at 
3.  5a]o  test 
per  cwt. 


W.  South  Central: 

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Central  Arkansas  

New  Orleans,  61-70  mile  zone. . . . 

Shreveport,  La.  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla  , 

Austin-Waco,  Tex. ,  Zone  1  

Central  West  Texas,  Abilene  Zone 

Corpus  Christi,  Texas  

North  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Texas  Panhandle  


Mountain: 

Central  Arizona. 


Pacific: 


Puget  Sound,  Wash.  

Inland  Empire,  Wash.  -Idaho 


Pet. 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 


3.8 


4.0 
4.0 


Dollars 

4.44 
4.85 

•5.  03 

•5.  31 
4.48 
4.12 

♦5.14 
5.00 

•5.63 

4.  58 

5.  51 
5.  06 


5.87 


4.47 
5.  01 


Cents 

7.1 
7.0 
6.9 
7.0 
7.1 
7.1 
6.5 
7.1 
7.0 
6.0 
6.5 
7.1 


10.  0 


7.3 
7.5 


Dollars 

4.09 
4.  50 
4.68 
4.96 
4.13 
3.77 
4.82 
4.65 
5.28 
4.28 
5.19 
4.71 


5.  57 


4.11 
4.  64 


Dollars 

4.74 
5.  00 
5.  30 
5.  58 
4.71 
4.  35 
5.46 
5. 33 

4.87 

5.20 

6.20 


4.68 
5.  27 


Dollars  Dollars 


3.13 
4.09 
3.  37 
4.30 
3.15 
3.17 
3. 18 

2.  91 

3. 18 

3.  91 


3.  04 


3.  36 
3.  37 


4.70 
4/4.  63 
~  5.55 
5.  27 
4/4.70 
|/4. 28 
3/  5.  35 
5.20 
5.  52 
4.95 
5.  37 
4.82 


5.93 


4/4. 90 
3/5.  09 


*  Individual  -Handler  pool.   Weighted  average  of  handler's  prices. 
1/  Freeport  plants:  Class  I  $3.  71. 
2/  Huntington  plants. 

37  Austin  7.  50  and  Waco  22.  50  less,  respectively. 
?/  Negotiated  price  (does  not  include  bulk-tank  pickup  premiums): 

South  Bend      $4. 13  Sioux  Falls  $4. 41 

Chicago  3.93  Omaha -Lin. -C.  Bluffs  4.84 

Detroit  4. 90  Central  Arkansas  4. 74 

Sioux  City        4. 89  Oklahoma  City  5/5. 05 

5/  Includes  200  reserve  pool  to  be  paid  out  later  in  the  year. 

~ZJ  Seasonal  incentive  fund  deductions  in  various  Federal  Order  Markets,  April  1957: 
Cincinnati  300  Louisville  410 

Columbus  350  Omaha -Lin,  C.  B,  310 

Dayton-Springfield     200  Sioux  City  32.10 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 

TABLE  8.  —NET  PRICES  PAID  MEMBERS  OF  PRODUCERS'  ASSOCIATIONS.  MARCH-MAY  1957  1/ 


Tulsa 

Puget  Sound 
Inland  Empire 


$5.  03 
5.  51 
5.  67 


Southwest  Kansas  500 


City 


Net  blended  price 
paid  for  3.  5% 
milk  per  cwt,  2/ 


Dollars" 
5.51 
5.43 
4.59 
3/4.12 
4.34 
4/4.36 
~  4.77 
4.84 
5.  22 
5.  08 

4.66 


Month 


Dealers'  buying 
price  for  Class  I 
milk  per  cwt. 


Dollars 
~57W 
6.  32 
6.  07 

4.  50 

5.  50 
6.62 
6.15 
6.15 
5.53 
5.  53 
5.  95 
5.  74 
5.  74 


Providence,  R»  I.  

Hartford -New  Haven -Bridgeport,  Conn. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa  , 

Evansville,  Ind  

Baltimore,  Md  

Washington,  D.  C.  

Richmond,  Va.  

Richmond,  Va,  

Charleston,  W.  Va  

Charleston,  W.Va  

Denver,  Colo  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 


1/  Prices  usually  specified  as  follows: 
Class  I      -Milk  for  fluid  consumption 
Class  n      -Milk  from  which  cream  is  obtained 

for  fluid  consumption. 
Class  III     -Milk  used  in  manufactured  dairy 
and  IV  products. 


April 
April 
April 
April 
May 
May 
April 
May 
March 
April 
May 
April 
Ma\ 


May 

V I  F.Q.  B.  CITY  unless  indicated  otherwise. 
3/  Base  price;  surplus  price  $2.  96  * 
4"/  Minus  300  per  cwt.  deducted  for  fall  production 
fund  plus  38.  90  per  cwt.  average  quality  premium. 


13 


Table  9.- Fluid  milk  price  change 8,  June  1957  i/ 


Markets  by 
geographic 
divisions 


Dealers*  baying  prioea  f.o.b. 
city,  Class  I  milk  (3.5*  fat) 


June 

1956 


May 

1957 


June 
1957 


Retail  prices  per  single 
quart  delivered  to  homes 


June 

1956 

1957 

Cents 

Cents 

22  23 

22^23  24* 
22-22*  23-25 
22.  23* 
22*  25, 
22  23* 

28* 

29* 

22* 
23 

23 
23 

20* 
24 

21* 
23 

June 

1957 


Dollars  Dollars 


NE*  ESGLAMDt 

Concord*  N.  H.....  

Man.-Kaehua-TPtsmouth,N.H» . 

Boston*  Mass  

Fall  Hirer,  Ma  

Lowell-Lawrence*  Mass  

Springfield*  Mass  

Worcester*  Mass*  

MEDDLE  ATLANTIC. 

Buffalo*  N.  Y» •••••••••••• 

E.  NORTH  CENTRAL* 

Lansing*  Mi  oh.  

Beloit*  Wi  

W.  NORTH  CENTRAL. 

De s  Moines*  la.....  • 

Springfield*  Mo..  

MOUNTAIN. 

Great  Falls*  Mont  

PACIFIC! 

Bremerton*  Wash*  • 

Everett*  Wash..  

Seattle*  Wash  


4.92 
4.92 
4.92 
5. a 
4.92 
4.92 
4.92 


6.00 


4.75 
4.14 


4.50 
4.57 


5.32 


5.13 
5.12 
5.12 


5.36 
5.36 
5.36 
5.43 
5.36 
5.36 
5.36 


6.00 


4.60 
3.84 


4.62 
3.74 


5.32 


5.58 
5.50 
5.50 


Dollars 

5.58 
5.58 
5.58 
5.65 
5.58 
5.58 
5.58 


6.00 


N.D. 
2/3.61 

2/4.32 
3.74 


5.32 


5.58 
5.52 
5.52 


23 


23* 

23 

23 


23 


24* 

24 

24 


Cents 


23i 
25 


24 


2AJ* 

23 


,a* 

3/22 
2/24 


All  changes  effective  June  1  unless  otherwise  noted. 
Effective  date  not  reported. 
Effective  datest 

May  13  -  Lansing  -  Springfield*  Mo. 

May  27  —  Bremerton 

May  14  -  Everett  -  Seattle 


(Continued  from  page  l) 

In  the  East  North  Central  region,  Class  I  prices  averaged  $U.19  per  hundred- 
weight —  hO  cents  per  hundredweight  less  than  June  1°56  and  3  cents  below  May. 
No  changes  were  reported  in  Detroit,  Mich.,  in  early  June  prices.    However,  it  is 
now  reported  that  the  25  cents  per  hundredweight  decline  in  Class  I  prices  on 
May  1  reported  last  month  was  accompanied  by  a  decrease  of  one-half  cent  per  quart 
in  home  delivery  prices  on  May  7.    May  7  also  marked  the  inauguration  of  the  half- 
gallon  container  into  the  market.    Quantity  discounts  for  half -gallons  (6  cents 
per  2-quart  unit),  the  same  rate  as  for  single  quarts,  were  also  established  for 
home  delivery.    In  the  Lansing,  Mich,  market,  prices  at  retail  declined  one-half 
cent  per  quart.    Class  I  prices  are  not  currently  determined  in  this  market. 
Beloit,  Wis.  reported  a  23  cent  per  hundredweight  decline  in  Class  I  prices  but 
no  change  at  retail  levels. 

In  the  West  North  Central  area,  the  Class  I  price  averaged  $U.0U  per  hundred- 
weight.   This  was  52  cents  less  than  a  year  earlier  and  3  cents  below  May.  In 
the  Duluth,  Minn. -Superior,  Wis.  market,  Class  I  prices  were  unchanged  but  retail 
prices  were  not  reported.    A  strike-lockout  of  distributing  plants  in  the  market 
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on  May  2I4  was  reported  to  have  caused  the  discontinuance  of  home  deliveries 
and  most  store  sales  within  the  immediate  market  area.    As  of  publication  date, 
settlement  of  the  disagreement  had  not  been  reported.    In  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
the  5-cent  service  charge  for  each  single  delivery  to  homes  was  dropped  with  the 
institution  of  a  State  minimum  retail  mark-up  law  on  foodstuffs.    Store  prices 
ranged  from  17  to  19  cents  per  quart  as  compared  with  16-20  cents  last  month. 
Glass  I  prices  in  Des  Moines,  la.,  were  30  cents  per  hundredweight  lower,  but 
retail  prices  were  reported  unchanged.    In  Springfield,  Mo,,  Class  I  prices  were 
unchanged,  but  prices  at  homes  and  stores  were  1  cent  per  quart  lower.  Kansas 
City,  Kans.  reported  a  1  cent  per  quart  increase  in  store  prices.    Class  I  prices 
in  this  market  declined  3  cents  per  hundredweight. 

In  the  South  Atlantic  States,  the  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers  at  $6.26  per 
hundredweight  was  unchanged  from  May,  but  was  11  cents  higher  than  June  a  year 
earlier.    In  the  important  markets  in  this  area,  early  June  prices  were  generally 
unchanged  at  both  producer  and  retail  levels. 

In  the  East  South  Central  Region,  the  dealers  *  Class  I  price  averaged  $lu99 
per  hundredweight  —  unchanged  from  May,  but  25  cents  lower  than  June  1956.  In 
several  major  markets,  Class  I  prices  changed  slightly  but  retail  prices  remained 
stationary. 

In  the  West  South  Central  area,  the  average  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers 
for  milk  in  early  June  was  $5.32  per  hundredweight.    This  was  h2  cents  less  than 
June  of  last  year  and  1  cent  below  May,    No  change  in  retail  prices  were  reported. 
The  New  Orleans  negotiated  Class  I  price  of  $5«90  per  hundredweight  was  effective 
in  May  instead  of  the  Federal  Order  minimum  price  reported  last  month. 

In  the  Mountain  States,  the  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers  averaged  $5.73 
per  hundredweight.    This  was  unchanged  from  May  but  was  1  cent  per  hundredweight 
below  June  1956.    Retail  prices  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  region  were 
unchanged.    The  only  change  in  prices  reported  was  a  1  cent  per  quart  increase 
in  retail  prices  over  May  in  Great  Falls,  Mont.    Class  I  prices  in  this  market 
were  unchanged. 

On  the  Pacific  Coast,  the  average  Class  I  price  paid  by  dealers  was  $5.06 

per  hundredweight  —  unchanged  from  May  but  12  cents  per  hundredweight  above 
June  a  year  earlier.    Although  there  was  no  change  in  the  Class  I  price  in  the 
Bremerton  and  Puget  Sound  markets,  retail  prices  were  up  one-half  cent  per  quart 
in  Bremerton  and  one-half  cent  per  quart  in  the  home  delivered  price  and  1  cent 
per  quart  in  the  store  price  in  Everett.    Also,  Seattle  prices  were  one-half 
cent  per  quart  higher  at  both  homes  and  stores. 
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SALES  OF  MILK  AND  CREAM  AND  RECEIPTS  FROM  PRODUCERS  IN  CERTAIN 
MARKETING  AREAS  UNDER  FEDERAL  ORDERS,  APRIL  1957,  WITH  COMPARISONS 

April  sales  of  whole  milk  hold  at  January-March  levels 

Average  daily  sales  of  whole  milk  in  37  Federal  Order  markets  during  April, 
1957  were  3.5  percent  higher  than  April  of  last  year,  but  were  0.7  percent  below 
March  1957,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.    The  3.5  percent 
increase  in  sales  over  the  previous  year  was  more  similar  to  the  increases  shown 
in  January  and  February  this  year  than  were  the  March  sales,  which  were  only 
slightly  above  1956.    Whole  milk  sales  in  the  first  four  months  of  1957  in  the 
37  markets  have  followed  the  normal  seasonal  pattern.    However,  in  1956  there 
was  a  fairly  sharp  rise  in  sales  from  January  through  March  followed  by  a  very 
sharp  decrease  from  March  to  April.    The  unusual  sales  pattern  in  the  first  four 
months  of  1956  tends  to  distort  any  comparisons  of  changes  in  monthly  sales 
between  comparable  months  in  1956  and  1957.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  whole  milk 
in  the  first  k  months  of  1957  were  2.6  percent  higher  than  in  the  same  period  in 
1956.    Among  the  37  markets  with  in-area  sales  data  available,  33  markets 
reported  higher  January-April  1957  sales,  3  markets  showed  decreases,  and  in  1 
market  sales  were  practically  unchanged  from  the  same  period  a  year  earlier. 

In  the  important  New  York  City  marketing  area,  average  daily  sales  of  whole 
milk  during  April  were  1  percent  less  than  both  April  1956  and  March  this  year. 
Cumulative  daily  sales  during  January-April  1957  averaged  1  percent  higher  than 
in  the  same  period  last  year. 

In  the  remaining  36  markets,  sales  were  5*1  percent  higher  than  for  April 
1956  but  were  O.U  percent  lower  than  for  March  1957.    Cumulative  daily  saD.es  in 
these  36  markets  for  the  first  k  months  of  1957  were  3.2  percent  higher  than  for 
the  same  period  last  year.    The  average  milkfat  test  of  whole  milk  sold  during 
April  in  31  of  the  37  markets  was  3.56  percent,  practically  unchanged  from  both 
April  1956  and  March  1957. 

Skim  milk  product  sales  continue  to  increase 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  skim  milk  products  during  April  1957  were  8.3 
percent  higher  than  April  1956  and  0.9  percent  above  March  1957.    Skim  sales  have 
continued  to  increase  each  month  through  April  1957  and  show  substantial  gains 
over  the  same  months  in  1956.    The  8.3  percent  increase  in  April  sales  over  a  year 
earlier,  partly  reflects  the  sharp  break  in  skim  sales  in  April  1956,    Among  the 
markets,  sales  were  above  April  1956  in  30  of  the  36  markets  having  in-area  sales 
data.    Lower  sales  were  reported  in  the  other  6  markets.    Compared  with  March 
this  year,  April  sales  were  higher  in  20  of  the  36  markets,  about  the  same  in  U, 
but  lower  in  12  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  of  skim  miDJk:  products  for  the 
first  four  months  of  1957  were  6.2  percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period  in 
1956.    Thirty  of  the  36  markets  reported  sales  higher  than  the  previous  year. 
In  one  market  sales  were  about  the  same,  but  in  5  markets  sales  were  lower. 
The  average  milkfat  test  of  skim  products  sold  in  31  markets  during  April  was 
1.52  percent.    The  average  test  in  April  1956  was  1.U7  percent  and  in  March  1957 
1.56  percent, 

(Continued  on  page  19) 
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Table  10. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  whole  milk  in  certain  Federal  Order 
marketing  areas  for  April  1957,  with  comparisons  1/ 


2j  April 

0 /        Mn^P H 

1  9^7 

2/  April  1957 

Apr.  195  7  as  56  ij/ 

Jan . —Apr . 

Marketing  Area 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Apr. 

Mar. 

19^7  of 

quantity 

test; 

yuanTjiXiy 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

1956  li/ 

J./  j\j  Ufj 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

Pet. 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

ret. 

pounds 

Pet, 

1,998 

3.8U 

2,076 

N.A. 

2.072 

N.A. 

10U 

100 

102 

112 

3.72 

116 

N.A. 

117 

N.A. 

10U 

101 

102 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

287 

3.77 

301 

N.A. 

30ll 

N.A. 

106 

101 

10lt 

Ul8 

3.69 

U5i 

N.A. 

*+j  1 

N.A- 

110 

102 

107 

286 

3.72 

301 

N.A. 

cyy 

N  A 

±<JH 

77 

103 

New  York,  N.  Y.6/  

8,97JU 

3.53 

9,003 

3.51 

ft  ft77 
0,0  tj 

7  £n 
J5  »9u 

00 

99 

77 

101 

1,912 

3.77 

2,025 

3.76 

?  rnft 

j  •  1  p 

107 

101 

101 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio.... 

728 

3.52 

75U 

3.51 

1  °5 

.5.9-1. 

JLUp 

1UX 

103 

1,687 

3.59 

1,818 

3.58 

1    ftl  7 

7 

inn 

xuu 

108 

U,953 

3.51 

5,127 

3.52 

£  i9n 

7  ^2 

J.UP 

inn 

xuu 

102 

3,0Ul 

3.5U 

3,201 

3.53 

3  CJ3 
J  .99 

10^ 

inn 

101 

827 

3.53 

893 

3.50 

oyu 

7  liQ 

9.U7 

i.\JO 

1  AT* 
XUU 

106 

Quad  Cities,  111 .-Iowa... 

222 

3.U* 

223 

3.1+7 

7  IIA 

yo 

9A 

yo 

97 

Minneapolis -St. Paul, Minn . 

1,12+9 

3.52 

1,217 

3.51 

7  Ci 
9.9-1. 

xup 

00 

77 

10U 

Sioux  Falls-MLtchell,S.D. 

65 

3.U1 

67 

3  .la 

OO 

7  Ii9 

IfY? 

Oft 
yo 

100 

Cedar  Rapids-IowaCity,Ia. 

129 

3.37 

135 

3.28 

17< 

7  97 

iUp 

i  nn 

107 

5U 

3.37 

57 

3.36 

£7 
9  i 

7  77 

3*3 1 

QO 

77 

103 

81 

3.33 

83 

3.32 

fi9 
Oc 

7  79 
3»3£ 

jLUJ. 

OO 

77 

97 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

398 

3.60 

Uio 

3.56 

UUc 

7  <R 

-LUA 

Oft 

yo 

101 

1,109 

3.U3 

1,160 

3.U1 

1    1  77 

9ft 
yo 

103 

Kansas  City,Mo.-Kans.<7y.. 
Neosho  Valley,  Kans. -Mo  .j/ 

729 

3.50 

80U 

3.1+9 

777 

9.  U9 

96 

lOli 

169 

3.56 

187 

3.56 

iflft 

9.99 

J — L-L 

inn 

107 

233 

3.3U 

2U9 

3.32 

2li7 
"+  1 

9.9^ 

IO6 

99 

77 

103 

568 

3.72 

596 

3.71; 

?7j 

3  77 
3*13 

i  n)i 

i  nn 

101 

Appalachian,Tenn-Va-Ky.  jj 

159 

3.58 

16U 

3.7U 

J.09 

7  7)i 

J.U44. 

im 

Xux 

108 

210 

3.69 

220 

3.73 

91 

7  7fi 

9ft 

102 

3U3 

3.82 

370 

3.78 

-5°.? 

7  70 

3*  17 

1f)6 

98 

102 

67 

3.63 

81 

3.52 

R9 

7  £9 

in9 

ill* 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.j/... 

321 

3.72 

31+0 

3.70 

7  7n 

-LUU 

9ft 
yo 

106 

300 

3.66 

32U 

3.61 

316 

3.62 

105 

98 

106 

3U0 

3.65 

339 

3.6U 

331 

3.67 

97 

98 

97 

179 

3.99 

191 

3.82 

T  Oft 

3.01 

110 

10U 

106 

1,09k 

3.67 

1,17U 

3.61 

1,15U 

3.63 

106 

98 

10U 

355 

3.57 

398 

3.56 

U08 

3.57 

115 

103 

110 

172 

3.59 

207 

3.59 

193 

3.58 

112 

93 

110 

602 

3.5U 

659 

3.53 

663 

3.5U 

110 

101 

107 

l,liOi 

3.52 

1,198 

3.53 

1,213 

3.5U 

106 

101 

103 

Total  (37  markets)  UJ 

35,1*17  8/3.57 

36,918  8/3.56 

36,669 

8/3.56 

103.5  99. 

3  102.6 

1/   Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in -area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales, 
2/   Preliminary.    ^/  Revised.     \J  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

5/    1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 
2/   Milk  equivalent  of  milkfat  shipped  into  marketing  areas  as  whole  milk. 

j/   Does  not  include  estimated  quantities  handled  by  producer-handlers,  as  follows  (in  thousand 
pounds):    Appalachian  5.3j  Austin-Waco  19.U}  Fort  Smith  1.7}  Kansas  City  23.5s  Neosho  Valley  10. 8 j 
Oklahana  City  8.2}  Puget  Sound  31.3;  Wichita  5.6. 

8/   Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  11. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  skim  milk  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  April  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Marketing  area 


y   April  1956 

37  March  1957 

37  April  1957 

Apr.  1957  as  56 57 

Jan-Apr 

M'fat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Apr. 

Mar. 

1957  of 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

1956  $J 

i  nnn 

-L,UUU 

1  DTD 

pouncis 

PUUUUb 

Pctt 

70.3 

1.00 

75.1 

N.A. 

92.7 

N.A. 

132 

123 

U.7 

2.18 

U.9 

N.A. 

5.2 

N.A. 

109 

105 

8.6 

1.59 

ft  r-/ 

8.5 

N.A. 

9.1 

N.A. 

106 

106 

18.U 

0.63 

19 

N.A. 

20.9 

N.A. 

.•.1 

iiii 

108 

109 

10.1 

1.35 

10.U 

N.A. 

11.0 

N.A. 

109 

105 

TOO 

122.7 

1.39 

133.0 

1.57 

132.6 

1.20 

108 

100 

1(17 

79. k 

1.91 

83.6 

1.92 

86.0 

1.90 

108 

103 

i  nft 

118.6 

1.1+9 

13U.3 

2.05 

133.3 

1.U9 

112 

99 

Tin 

U25.U 

1.70 

U70.U 

1.79 

li65.2 

1.78 

109 

99 

T  AO 

2Uu7 

2.0lt 

267.6 

l,9h 

267  .u 

1.95 

109 

100 

ID? 

70.7 

1.67 

81u9 

1.65 

86.6 

1.63 

122 

102 

119 

39.8 

1.06 

U2.9 

1.11 

U2.8 

1.19 

108 

100 

110 

95.2 

0.78 

96.2 

a  ml 

0.7U 

99.3 

0.82 

10U 

103 

in6 

8.U 

1.68 

9.6 

1.6U 

9.9 

1.6U 

1  -1  0 

118 

103 

110 

23.6 

O.83 

26.2 

1.17 

28.3 

0.93 

120 

108 

115 

7.2 

2.30 

ft 

8.6 

2.37 

8.U 

2.38 

117 

98 

118 

11.3 

0.78 

12.9 

0.97 

13.0 

0.99 

115 

99 

116 

U9.U 

0.91 

55.1 

1.0U 

55.6 

1.0U 

112 

99 

112 

112.5 

1.81 

12U.7 

1.91 

120.3 

1.90 

107 

96 

108 

57.1 

1.12 

59.9 

1.20 

60.8 

1.20 

106 

101 

in"? 

1.99 

15.9 

2.19 

15.8 

2.08 

109 

100 

1  ("VQ 
±<J7 

16.6 

0.71 

18.0 

0.80 

16.5 

0.62 

99 

92 

i  n)i 

55.6 

1.28 

58.5 

1.18 

59.7 

1.15 

107 

102 

mfl 

25.7 

0.66 

23.5 

0.73 

2lu5 

0.76 

95 

101; 

09 

32.5 

0.70 

33.1 

0.66 

33.U 

0.67 

103 

101 

in? 

69.7 

0.78 

68.2 

0.81 

66.2 

0.9U 

sir' 

95 

97 

9"3 
7  j 

6.5 

0.8U 

/■  ft 

6.8 

0.87 

o.k 

O.83 

98 

95 

99 

77 

28.2 

1.9U 

30.3 

2.01+ 

30.8 

2.03 

109 

102 

in7 

U.Df 

o<  < 

n  A  7 

o.J- 

n  Aft 
u.oo 

yo 

00 
77 

97 

19.9 

1.81 

21.1 

1.99 

22.1 

1.92 

111 

105 

103 

15U.5 

1.66 

160.9 

1.72 

157.3 

1.86 

102 

98 

103 

U5.o 

1.8U 

hh.l 

1.98 

1|2.9 

1.98 

95 

97 

97 

3U.U 

2.00 

38.1 

2.12 

38.7 

2.15 

113 

102 

111 

15.2 

2.01 

15.7 

2.08 

16.1 

2.15 

106 

103 

10U 

U9.8 

0.73 

52.5 

0.71 

5U.1 

0.75 

109 

103 

106 

97.8 

o.5o 

96.1 

0.56 

99.5 

0.66 

102 

10l| 

100 

2,269.8  7/1.U7  2,1^6.6  j/l.56  2,1*57.5  J/L.52 

108.3 

100.9 

106.2 

Boston,  Mass.6/  

Fall  River,  Mass  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio.... 

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Chicago,  111  

Detroit,  Mich  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapolis -St . Paul,Minn. 
Sioux  Falls-MLtchell,S.D. 
CedarRapids-IowaCity, la. . 

Dubuque,  Iowa  

Sioux  City,  Iowa  

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Iowa  

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 
Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.. 

Wichita,  Kansas  

Louisville,  Ky  

Appalachian, Term . -Va . -Ky  . 

Knoxville,  Term.  

Memphis,  Term  

Fort  Smith,  Ark  

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla..... 

Texas  Panhandle.  

North  Texas  

Austin-Waco,  Texas  

San  Antonio,  Texas  

Corpus  Christi,  Texas.... 

Central  Arizona  

Puget  Sound,  Wash  

Total  (36  markets) 


1/   Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  areaj  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/    Includes  plain  and  fortified  skim  and  part  skim  milk,  buttermilk  and  cultured  specialties, 
and  flavored  milk  and  milk  drinks. 
Preliminary. 
Revised. 

Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

1957  data  adjusted  to  exclude  sales  in  towns  added  to  marketing  area  November  1,  1956. 
J/   Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 
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(Continued  from  page  16) 


Sales  of  half-and-half  during  April  substantially  above  a  year  earlier 

Average  daily  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  (known  as  half-and-half  in 
many  markets)  in  32  Federal  Order  markets  during  April  were  10.5  percent  above 
April  19^6  and  3,2  percent  higher  than  in  March  1957.    The  sharp  increase  in 
sales  over  April  1956  is  in  contrast  to  March  when  sales  were  below  a  year 
earlier.    This  largely  reflects  the  effect  of  Easter  holiday  sales  of  half  and 
half  and  eggnog.    In  1956  Easter  occurred  on  the  first  day  of  April  resulting 
in  pre -Easter  purchases  of  cream  items  being  included  in  the  March  1956  sales* 
Similarly,  April  1957  sales  reflect  holiday  sales  of  cream  items  and  eggnog. 

Of  the  32  markets  reporting  in-area  sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures,  sales 
were  higher  than  in  April  of  last  year  in  25  markets,  about  the  same  in  2  markets, 
but  lower  in  5  markets.    Compared  with  March,  sales  were  lower  in  13  of  the  32 
markets,  about  the  same  in  8  markets,  but  higher  in  11  markets.    Cumulative  daily 
sales  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  for  the  period  January-April  1957  were  5«0  per- 
cent higher  than  in  1956.    Twenty  four  of  the  32  markets  showed  higher  sales  far 
this  entire  period.    In  one  market  sales  were  about  the  same,  but  in  7  markets 
were  lower.    The  average  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  sold  during  April  was 
11.7  percent,  compared  with  an  average  test  of  11,8  percent  in  both  April  1956 
and  March  1957. 

Sales  of  fluid  cream  during  April  continue  below  1956 

Average  daily  sales  of  fluid  cream  products  in  32  of  the  37  Federal  Order 
markets  (h  Massachusetts  markets  and  New  York  City  excepted)  during  April  were 
2.9  percent  lower  than  April  of  last  year  but  were  3*7  percent  higher  than  March 
1957.    Sales  were  lower  than  April  last  year  in  23  of  the  32  markets  but  higher 
in  the  remaining  9  markets.    Compared  with  March,  sales  were  higher  in  2h  of  the 
32  markets.    Cumulative  daily  sales  in  the  32  markets  for  the  first  k  months  of 
1957  were  5»9  percent  lower  than  for  the  same  period  in  1956.    Sales  were  lower 
in  29  of  the  32  markets  but  higher  in  the  remaining  3  markets.    The  average  Hdlk- 
fat  test  of  fluid  cream  products  sold  during  April  was  22.9  percent,  compared 
with  an  average  test  of  22.8  percent  during  April  1956  and  22, h  percent  during 
March  1957. 

Receipts  of  milk  during  April  1957  above  last  year 

Average  daily  receipts  of  whole  milk  from  producers  in  63  Federal  Order 
markets  during  April  1957  were  1,6  percent  above  April  last  year.    Receipts  were 
higher  in  U5  of  the  63  markets,  about  the  same  in  k  but  were  lower  in  lU  markets. 
Daily  receipts  per  producer  in  the  63  markets  during  April  averaged  5Ul  pounds 
per  producer,  29  pounds  or  5.7  percent  higher  than  April  last  year.  Fifty-seven 
of  the  63  markets  showed  an  increase  in  receipts  per  producer.    In  2  markets 
receipts  were  about  the  same,  but  in  k  markets  were  lower.    Seasonally,  April 
receipts  were  up  5«1  percent  from  the  previous  month.    The  average  mLlkfat  test 
of  whole  milk  received  in  59  of  the  63  markets  during  April  was  3,67  percent, 
unchanged  from  April  1956  but  down  slightly  from  the  March  1957  average  of  3,70 
percent. 


(Continued  on  page  27) 
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Table  12. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  milk  and  cream  mixtures  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  April  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


lj/  April 

,'r.rV  

1956 

3y  March 

1957 

37  April 

1957 

Apr.  1957  as* 2/ 

Jan -Apr. 

Marketing  area 

M'fat 

M'fat 

M'fat 

Apr. 

Mar. 

1957  of 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

Quantity 

test 

1956 

1957 

1956  5/ 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

PctT 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

0.0 

12.0 

Not  available 

Not  available 

m 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass... 

0.1 

11.8 

0.1 

N.A. 

0.1 

N.A. 

6U 

85 

71 

0.9 

11. U 

Not  available 

Not  available 

0.2 

10.0 

Not  available 

Not  available 

O.U 

8.9 

Not  available 

Not  available 

2.1* 

11.3 

lull 

11. o 

19.9 

8.7 

815 

Ui9 

131 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio. . . . 

12.1 

11.3 

12.8 

11.2 

12.7 

11.3 

105 

100 

105 

18.0 

11.0 

20.7 

11.0 

21.1 

11.1 

117 

102 

116 

215.3 

12.1 

220.0 

TO  O 

12*2 

220.6 

TO  C\ 

102 

100 

100 

52.6 

10.6 

62.6 

io.5 

62.9 

10.6 

119 

100 

118 

11.8 

12.5 

Hul 

12.5 

1U.5 

12.5 

123 

103 

119 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa... 
Minneapolis -St. Paul,  Minn . 

9.5 

11.7 

9.5 

11.0 

9.2 

11*6 

97 

✓  • 

97 

9h 

29.2 

12.2 

29.7 

12.1 

29.8 

12.0 

102 

100 

102 

SiouxFalls-Mitchell,S.D. . 
CedarRapids-IowaCity, la. . 

2.2 

13.0 

1.9 

12.6 

2.1 

13.1 

96 

109 

9k 

6.0 

11.3 

6.3 

11.6 

6.2 

11.6 

ioU 

99 

77 

103 

2.3 

12.0 

2.3 

12  .U 

2.3 

12.1 

100 

99 

98 

3.7 

11.5 

3.5 

11.5 

3.U 

11.5 

9li 

98 

93 

Omaha-Line  oln-G  ouncil 

1U.U 

12.2 

1U.5 

12.2 

1U.3 

12.3 

100 

99 

77 

98 

11.7 

16.3 

11.6 

16.2 

11.7 

113 

100 

111 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.... 

9.U 

12.0 

in  o 

n  o 

11  1 
-L-L..J. 

118 

102 

115 

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo.. 

U.8 

12.0 

5.5 

12.0 

5.6 

12.1 

116 

101 

ill* 

k.9 

11.3 

5.8 

11.6 

5.7 

11.8 

116 

98 

110 

U.8 

12.1 

6.3 

10.8 

6.1 

11.0 

127 

98 

126 

Appalachian, Tenn . -Va . -Ky. 

0.2 

13.2 

0.1; 

Hi.l 

o.h 

13.9 

162 

103 

163 

0.8 

12.5 

1.0 

12.1 

1.0 

12.0 

120 

96 

122 

2.2 

11.5 

2.1 

11.5 

2.1 

11.6 

96 

97 

7  1 

10U 

0.6 

12.3 

0.7 

12.3 

0.7 

12.2 

110 

100 

io5 

5.6 

12.1 

5.9 

12.0 

5.9 

12.0 

106 

100 

105 

U.3 

11.9 

U.6 

11.9 

U.5 

11.7 

io5 

99 

ioU 

6.2 

11.0 

6.h 

11  .U 

6.U 

n.5 

103 

100 

102 

3.5 

12.1 

3.8 

11.6 

IwO 

11.9 

113 

10U 

106 

18.1 

11.9 

19.7 

11.9 

20.0 

12.1 

110 

102 

8.2 

12.3 

8.1 

12.2 

8.2 

12.5 

101 

102 

96 

2.6 

12.6 

3.0 

13.0 

2.9 

13.1 

113 

99 

109 

12.3 

11.3 

13.9 

11.5 

13.9 

11.6 

112 

99 

105 

28.8 

11.5 

30.U 

11.7 

30.9 

11.6 

107 

102 

103 

Total  (32  markets)  £/6/ 

511.3  2/11.8 

5U7.2  2/11.8 

56U.8  2/11*7 

110.5 

103.2 

io5.o 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales« 

2/  Includes  products  such  as  milk  and  cream  mixtures  and  eggnog,  with  milkfat  content  higher 
than  whole  milk  and  lower  than  the  minimum  for  fluid  cream0 

3/  Preliminary. 

E/  Revised. 

5/    Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

6/   Excludes  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
2/   Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators. 


Table  13. -Average  daily  sales  and  test  of  fluid  cream  products  in  certain  Federal 
Order  marketing  areas  for  April  1957,  with  comparisons  1/  2/ 


Marketing  area 

k/  April  1956 

2/  March  1957 

1/  April  1957 

Apr.  1957  83%$/ 

Jan-Apr . 
1957  of 
1956  5/ 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Quantity 

M'fat 
test 

Apr. 
1956 

Mar. 

1957 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

pounds 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

98.U 

21.4 

Not  available 

Not  available 

_ 

_ 

2.8 

2U.2 

2.6 

2U.2 

2.7 

2lu2 

96 

107 

96 

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.. 

6.7 

26.1 

Not  available 

Not  available 

— 

10.0 

27.2 

Not  available 

Not  available 

- 

7.1 

25.9 

Not  available 

Not  available 

mm 

_ 

U9.0 

22 .4 

42.4 

oo  a 

li  7  O 

4  ( .3 

OO 

96 

ldi 

95 

Akron-Stark  Co.,  Ohio... 

6.0 

22.3 

C  ft 

oo  O 

A  A 

O.U 

OO  )• 

101 

ioU 

96 

35.8 

20.9 

TO  1 
J.7  0 

1ft  A 

106 

107 

102 

67.9 

21.8 

Ali  ft 

OT  ft 

103 

108 

98 

63.1 

19.8 

i>o.4 

«:U«U 

Cj7  O 
5  f  »<2 

On  /"\ 

91 

101 

oo 
00 

13.2 

24.9 

to  a 
±3.0 

o£  1 
O.J. 

13.  1 

O^  O 

25.3 

10U 

105 

98 

Quad  Cities,  111. -Iowa.. 

1.1 

31.1 

i  a 

1.0 

ob  cf 

29.5 

1.0 

OO    1 . 

29.4 

88 

98 

85 

Minneapolis -St. Paul ,  Minn. 

22.5 

27.4 

20.? 

OT  O 

21.2 

OT  C 

9k 

103 

91 

SiouxFalls -Mitchell, S . D . 

0.5 

UOoU 

A  n 

0.  ( 

31.7 

A 

0.5 

or? 

35.5 

108 

7k 

113 

CedarRapi  ds-IowaCity , la . 

1.0 

27.0 

0.9 

25.5 

1.0 

25.3 

9k 

105 

92 

0.3 

28.1 

0.3 

OO  o 

29.2 

o  o 

0.2 

00  Q 

29.0 

86 

96 

80 

o.U 

30.0 

a  1. 
0.4 

OO  1. 

29. U 

A  1. 

29.4 

110 

10U 

97 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr„-Iowa.... 

k.o 

26.1 

3.o 

2O.0 

o  A 

3.o 

o/C  0 

91 

102 

90 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans... 

18.6 

20.7 

T  *7  £ 

If  .0 

OA  A 

20.0 

T  A  O 

TO  O 

19.9 

88 

93 

90 

9.5 

21.8 

8.5 

22.2 

8.7 

22.3 

92 

102 

90 

Neosho  valley,  Kans.-Mo. 

0.8 

29.8 

0.7 

31.7 

0.7 

32.0 

86 

101 

81 

2.2 

22.8 

T.  Q 
l.> 

T.  C 

00  0 

84 

101 

83 

Appalachian, Tenn . -Va. -Ky. 

lul 

24.1 

3.8 

23.7 

3.9 

23.9 

9h 

102 

93 

o.5 

28.1 

0.5 

26.5 

0.5 

26.4 

102 

106 

95 

1.3 

27.5 

l.l 

26.9 

l.l 

28.1 

84 

100 

86 

5.2 

23.0 

5.0 

22.1 

5,0 

22.8 

97 

100 

9k 

T7» ^      i      f*  .  j  XL          A,  l _ 

 i_  p  ■  j  _  — i   

0.3 

27.  k 

0.3 

26.9 

0.3 

27.3 

Qk 

101 

90 

2.9 

26.2 

2.7 

25.3 

2.8 

25.5 

97 

Itik 

97 

Tulsa-Muskogee,  Okla.... 

3.0 

25.6 

2.7 

25.0 

2.8 

25.3 

9k 

103 

92 

2.7 

29.5 

2.2 

30.5 

2.3 

30.7 

86 

102 

80 

Corr>us  Christi.  Texas... 

1.1 

2U.7 

0.7 

27.7 

0.7 

26.9 

68 

10U 

12.5 

27.1 

11.5 

25.5 

ii.5 

27.5 

92 
88 

100 

98 

1.7 

27.lt 

1.7 

26.6 

l.lt 

28.0 

85 

9k 

1.1 

29.6 

0.9 

29.3 

1.0 

28.9 

89 

108 

88 

3.U 

27.2 

3  oh 

24.8 

U.0 

26.3 

118 

117 

llii 

16.0 

26.9 

15.8 

27.0 

16.1 

27.  k 

101 

102 

93 

Total  (32  markets  )5_/6/ 

35U.5 

22.8 

331.9 

22  .U 

344.2 

22.9 

97.1 

103.7 

9u.l 

1/  Quantity  sold  within  the  marketing  area;  includes  all  markets  for  which  in-area  data  are 
segregated  to  include  no  significant  quantities  of  out-of-area  sales. 

2/  Includes  sweet,  soured,  and  aerated  cream  meeting  minimum  butterfat  standards. 

3/  Preliminary. 

4/  Revised. 

3/  Computed  from  unrounded  data. 

0/  Excludes  all  Massachusetts  markets  except  Fall  River  for  purposes  of  comparison. 

Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports  of 
Market  Administrators. 
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Table  lh. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  April  1957*  with  comparisons 


Marketing  area 


Average  daily  receipts 
of  milk  from  producers  1/ 


Average  daily  receipts 
per  producer 


Am*  - 

1956  2/ 

Mar. 

1957  3/ 

1957  3/ 

Apr. 1957 
as  %  of 
1956 

Apr. 

1956  2/ 

Mar. 

19^7  2/3/ 

Apr. 

1957  3/ 

Apr.1957 

as  %  of 
1956 

1  oon 

Jl.  y  \J\J\J 

1,000 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

Percent 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Percent 

5.391 

k.930 

5.500 

102 

L51i 

h2li 

k75 

105 

i5o 

Hi9 

158 

105 

630 

658 

706 

112 

U67 

l*3U 

513 

110 

U26 

Uoo 

1*53 

106 

6o5 

565 

583 

96 

U7l* 

U82 

516 

109 

358 

359 

386 

108 

1*89 

515 

518 

106 

26,391* 

22,093 

2l*,Ul8 

93 

51*8 

U97 

51*7 

100 

3,717 

3,675 

3,851* 

101* 

1*93 

50U 

532 

108 

1,382 

1,277 

1,332 

96 

1*09 

381* 

397 

97 

1,265 

1,253 

1,317 

lol* 

292 

305 

325 

111 

2,7i*l* 

2,667 

2,661* 

97 

382 

379 

389 

102 

859 

792 

810 

91* 

U18 

1*13 

1*27 

102 

1,021 

1,031 

1,01*1* 

102 

1*22 

1*1*9 

1*56 

108 

3U8 

315 

319 

92 

391* 

380 

385 

98 

755 

782 

8oU 

106 

1*11* 

1*58 

1*58 

111 

352 

283 

301* 

86 

339 

320 

326 

96 

Uu3 

too 

539 

til  ft 

**50 

519 

535 

119 

13,711* 

H*,  790 

3i*,895 

109 

656 

699 

709 

108 

699 

623 

630 

90 

556 

593 

601* 

109 

150 

166 

166 

111 

662 

699 

708 

107 

1*,809 

5,021 

5,181* 

108 

386 

U02 

1*16 

108 

226 

212 

227 

100 

1*25 

1*26 

U61 

108 

221 

211 

227 

103 

359 

367 

398 

111 

1,558 

1,661 

1,638 

105 

626 

721 

71*0 

118 

51*0 

1*91* 

51*2 

100 

351 

31*7 

380 

108 

2,1*06 

2,580 

2,561* 

107 

655 

712 

711* 

109 

U87 

585 

582 

120 

598 

68U 

685 

115 

ll*9 

166 

169 

113 

589 

655 

669 

111* 

222 

AAA 

223 

22<Z 

100 

klO 

530 

530 

111 

113 

1,326 

1,280 

1,275 

96 

1*73 

U7l* 

U76 

101 

33U 

3U6 

350 

105 

U62 

U61 

1*71* 

103 

1,905 

1,979 

2,031* 

107 

U86 

1*75 

5oi 

103 

61*7 

521 

58U 

90 

1*89 

1*51 

501* 

103 

ftp 

Oli 

93 

J.UO 

you 

T  AO 

ivy 

63 

71 

70 

111 

1*1*1* 

51*6 

51*9 

121* 

221 

21*6 

21*3 

110 

677 

71*7 

71*2 

110 

9U8 

969 

966 

102 

U30 

1*53 

1*57 

106 

199 

281* 

279 

11*0 

1*51* 

1*5U 

1*53 

100 

158 

173 

171 

108 

1*77 

539 

51*2 

111* 

507 

51*6 

551 

109 

55U 

635 

6U3 

116 

160 

162 

171* 

109 

321* 

326 

31*8 

107 

662 

601 

618 

93 

293 

287 

296 

101 

Uol* 

383 

1*02 

100 

297 

286 

303 

102 

New  England; 

Boston,  Mass  

Fall  River,  Mass.  

Merrimack  Valley,  Mass.... 

Springfield,  Mass  

Worcester,  Mass  

Middle  Atlantic; 

New  York,  N.  Y  

Philadelphia,  Pa  

E.  North  Central; 

Akron-Stark  County,  Ohio.. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio  

Cleveland,  Ohio  

Columbus,  Ohio  

Dayton-Springfield,  Ohio.. 

lima,  Ohio  

Toledo,  Ohio  

Fort  Wayne,  Ind  

South  Bend-LaPorte,  Ind... 

Chicago,  111  

Quad  Cities,  111. -Ia  

Rockford-Freeport,  111.... 

Detroit,  Mich  

Muskegon,  Mich  

Upstate  Michigan  

Milwaukee,  Wis  

W.  North  Central; 

Duluth-Superior ,  Minn .  -Wis • 

Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. . 

CedarRapids-IowaCity,Ia. . . 

Dubuque,  la  

Sioux  City,  Ia  

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans  

Neosho  Valley,  Kans.-Mo... 

St.  Louis,  Mo  

Ozarks,  Mo.^Ark.  

Black  Hills,  S.  D  

Eastern  South  Dakota  

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell,  S.D. 

Omaha-Lincoln-Council 

Bluffs,  Nebr.-Ia  

Topeka,  Kans  

Southwest  Kansas  

Wichita,  Kans  

South  Atlantic; 

Clarksburg,  W.  Va  

Tri-State,Ky.-0hio-W.Va. . . 

Wheeling,  W.  Va  
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Table  lU. -Average  daily  receipts  of  milk  from  producers  and  per  producer  in  certain 
marketing  areas  under  Federal  Orders  for  April  1957,  with  comparisons — Continued 


Average  daily  receipts 

Average  daily  receipts 

of  milk  from  producers 

V 

per  producer 

Marketing  area 

Apr. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

Apr.1957 
as  %  of 

Apr. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

Apr.1957 
as  %  of 

1956  2/ 

1957  2/ 

1957  3y 

1956 

1957  yy 

*1  A^*l      *S  / 

1957  2/ 

1956 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

miiTiHs 

Percent 

Pounds 

Percent 

E.  South  Central: 

Appalachian, Tenn.-Va,-Ky. > 

1,QU9 

1(17 

529 

559 

199 

i 

1 97 

■LC  1 

l^R 

1.  T  -a 

J-x3 

coy 

X>7 

J  77 

137 

516 

ton 

don 

Till 

U99 

ll8R 

H.UU 

118 

U8l 

toi 

110 

AAA 

90 

503 

to! 

to9 

110 

766 

115 

UU2 

l.l.l. 

n'l'l 

JiRR 

110 

PXi 

5hl 
9UX 

106 

k79 

1,1. 7 

)iQ6 
uyo 

10I1 

W.  South  Central: 

133 

133 

1U3 

xuo 

9P-L 

1  Q£ 

uoo 

527 

OA 

360 

363 

393 

i  no 

U70 

507 

1  Al 

New  Orleans ,  La 

983 

973 

992 

l  m 

XUX 

U03 

U33 

XxU 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla  

305 

322 

3U5 

JLL3 

A71 

orx 

669 

71U 

100 

576 

608 

625 

±09 

Lot 
U25 

U57 

U70 

in 
111 

Tulsa— Muskogee.  Okla. ..... 

£1  S3 

655 

693 

xUf 

533 

528 

563 

t  riA 
±00 

Austin— Waco,  Texas 

"509 
J7C 

uxu 

joy 

00 

77 

fin 
oxx 

ono 

0  (O 

T  Aft 

XUO 

Central  West  Texas ........ 

99 

77 

69°, 

6oR 

AQ7 

119 

308 

327 

329 

107 

779 

982 

960 

123 

2,319 

2,5U8 

2,586 

112 

7U8 

795 

811 

108 

519 

581 

583 

112 

1,038 

1,101 

1,160 

112 

311 

326 

32U 

10U 

522 

5U9 

5U7 

105 

Mountain: 

862 

935 

935 

108 

1,867 

2,092 

2,091 

112 

Pacific: 

2,UkO 

2,370 

2,6U9 

109 

6U7 

61*7 

72U 

112 

Total  (63  markets) 

93,U31 

90,383 

9U,958 

101.6 

512 

513 

51*1 

105.7 

1/   Excludes  producer-handlers  who  purchase  no  milk  from  other  producers. 
2/  Revised. 
3_/  Preliminary. 


Compiled  by  the  Standardization  and  Program  Development  Branch,  Dairy  Division,  from  reports 
of  Market  Administrators » 
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FLUID  MILK  AND  CREAM  CONSUMPTION  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES,  192U-56 


Total  consumption  of  fluid  milk  and  cream  in  1956  at  record  high 

Total  consumption  of  milk,  farm  and  nonfarm  combined,  in  the  form  of 
fluid  milk  and  cream  products  amounted  to  59*7  billion  pounds  in  1956  accord- 
ing to  recent  estimates  of  the  Agricultural  marketing  Service.    With  the 
exception  of  short  term  declines,  total  fluid  milk  and  cream  consumption  over 
the  33  years  of  record  has  shown  a  steady  increase  largely  as  a  result  of  the 
general  increase  in  total  population.    This  has  been  especially  marked 
in  the  past  five  years  which  have  shown  successive  record  highs.    Of  the 
59.7  billion  pounds  of  milk  consumed  in  1956,  over  98  percent  or  58.6  billion 
pounds  were  consumed  by  the  civilian  population. 

Nonfarm  families  consumed  about  h9»7  billion  pounds  of  milk  during  1956, 
also  a  record  high  consumption  by  this  segment  of  the  population.    In  the 
last  quarter  century  total  milk  consumption  by  the  nonfarm  population  has  in- 
creased about  three-fourths.    This  reflects  in  part  an  increase  of  over  50 
percent  in  the  population  residing  in  nonfarm  areas  as  well  as  a  sizeable 
increase  in  per  capita  consumption  of  fluid  milk  products.    In  the  last  decade 
both  population  and  total  consumption  increased  about  25  percent  with  con- 
sumption per  person  holding  fairly  steady. 

Consumption  of  milk  and  cream  in  farm  households  over  the  United  States, 
including  milk  consumed  on  farms  without  cows,  totaled  10.0  billion  pounds  in 
1956.    This  was  unchanged  from  the  1955  total  but  otherwise  the  lowest 
quantity  consumed  in  farm  households  in  33  years  of  record.    Consumption  in 
1956  was  down  over  one-fourth  from  the  mid  thirties  record  high  total  of  lii.2 
billion  pounds.    In  the  last  quarter  century  farm  population  has  declined  by 
about  30  percent. 

Per  capita  consumption  above  1955 

Considered  on  a  per  capita  basis,  consumption  of  milk  and  cream  products 
by  the  U.  S.  civilian  population  averaged  355  pounds  of  milk  per  person  in 
1956  or  nine-tenths  of  a  pint  per  day.    This  is  an  increase  of  3  pounds  per 
person  per  year  over  1955  but  hh  pounds  or  one-tenth  pint  below  the  19U5 
record  high  annual  consumption  of  399  pounds  or  1  pint  per  capita  per  day. 
Consumption  per  capita  in  19Ui  and  19U6  also  reflected  wartime  use  of  fluid 
milk  averaging  above  the  380-pound  level  which  is  only  slightly  less  than 
1  pint  per  person  per  day.    The  decline  in  total  civilian  per  capita  con- 
sumption is  amplified  by  the  continued  shift  in  population  living  on  farms 
toward  urban  areas  where  consumption  of  milk  products  is  only  about  three- 
fourths  of  the  level  of  farm  consumption. 


(Continued  on  page  26) 


-  2k  - 


Table  15.  -Annual  Consumption  of  Fluid  Milk  and  Cream:    Nonfarm,  Farm,  Total, 

and  Civilian,  United  States,  192l*-56 


Nonfarm 

Farm  1/ 

Total 

Civilian 

v 

i  ear 

Quantity 

Consumption 

Quantity 

Consumption 

Quantity 

Quantity 

Consumption 

consumed 

per  capita 

consumed 

per  capita 

consumed 

consumed 

per  capita 

Bil.  lb. 

Pounds 

Bil.  lb. 

Pounds 

Bil.  lb. 

Bil.  lb. 

Pounds 

9K  9 

17  1 

7ft  7 

3o.3 

336 

1925 

9K  0 

XJ5#  J. 

)i91 

70  f» 

39.0 

337 

1926 

9f>  £> 

17  1 

)i99 

70  7 

39.7 

330 

1927 

91  7 

7nft 

19  7 
X£.  f 

1*0.0 

336 

1928 

27.9 

310 

12.7 

U16 

1*0.6 

1*0.6 

337 

1929 

28.9 

317 

12.5 

1*10 

U1.U 

ul.i* 

3U0 

1930 

9fl  ft 

711 

19  7 
X£.  1 

)il6 

lii  < 

UX.9 

U1.5 

^ 

337 

1931 

9ft  9 

7H7 
pup 

17  )i 

UP** 

)n  A 

1*1.6 

335 

1932 

9ft  < 

PvP 

17ft 

)i70 

)i9  7 
i*t  *J> 

1*2.3 

339 

1933 

28.1 

302 

1U.2 

1*39 

1*2.3 

U2.3 

337 

193U 

26.5 

282 

H*.2 

1*1*0 

1*0.7 

1*0.7 

322 

1935 

97 

£(•9 

9  WO 

toy 

ill  A 
-Li*  .U 

1*1.9 

1*1.5 

326 

1936 

Oft  A 

907 
&7  I 

TO  7 

1*2.3 

330 

1937 

9Q  1 

oof. 

17  C 

)i79 

Ii9  A 

1*2.6 

331 

1938 

29.1 

295 

13.6 

1*38 

1*2.7 

1*2.7 

329 

1939 

29.8 

298 

13.7 

1*1*6 

1*3.5 

1*3.5 

332 

191*0 

7n  i 

907 

17  A 

1W9 

)i7  7 

1*3.7 

331 

191*1 

71  Cl 

7n9 

JVC 

17  )i 

ui*.o 

33l* 

19U2 

7)i  i 

17  7 

1.7  )> 
i*  f  .4 

U6.5 

351* 

191*3 

36.9 

3U3 

12.6 

1*73 

1*9.5 

1*7.8 

371 

191*1* 

37.9 

353 

12.8 

500 

50.7 

i*9.0 

381 

191*5 

)tC)  9 

777 

1?  A 

Xc  .t» 

)i0< 

<9  ft 

51.5 

399 

191*6 

lil  7 

( 

19  0 

U09 

till  A 

9U.O 

53.9 

389 

191*7 

7)i7 

12  6 

«*Qti 

£7  n 

52.6 

369 

19*1*8 

777 

19  n 

X£  .VJ 

Hoc 

£9  n 
p£.u 

51.6 

355 

19k9 

771 

11  7 

U9x 

C9  7 

9<£o 

51.9 

352 

1950 

1*1.6 

330 

11.3 

1*52 

52.9 

52.1* 

31*9 

1951 

1*2.8 

331 

11.3 

1*67 

5U.1 

53.2 

352 

1952 

1*3.7 

332 

11.2 

1*61 

5U.9 

5U.0 

352 

1953 

Ul*.6 

329 

10.5 

1*63 

55.1 

5U.2 

31*7 

195U 

1*6.1 

331 

10.1 

1*61 

56.2 

55.3 

31*8 

1955 

1*8.2 

339 

10.0 

1*50 

58.2 

57.1 

352 

1956  2/  U9.7 
l 

31*3 

10.0 

1*1*8 

59.7 

58.6 

355 

1/    Includes  an  allowance  for  fluid  consumption  on  farms  not  producing  milk  in 
addition  to  the  consumption  on  farms  where  milk  is  produced. 
2/  Preliminary. 
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Per  capita  consumption  of  fluid  milk  and  cream  by  the  nonfarm  population 
in  1956  averaged  3U3  pounds  or  0.&7  pint    per  day.    This  is  a  U-pound  per  year 
increase  over  the  1955  estimate  but  only  about  half  of  the  increase  from  195U 
to  1955 •    Consumption  by  nonfarm  families  in  1956,  at  3U3  pounds,  was  30 
pounds  per  person  or  8  percent  below  the  record  high  of  373  pounds  consumed 
in  19li5«    While  consumption  per  capita  by  the  nonfarm  population  declined 
quite  sharply  from  19h6  to  19h9  and  showed  little  change  from  19b9  to  195U, 
the  rates  are  still  well  above  prewar  World  War  II  levels. 

Consumption  of  fluid  milk  and  cream  by  farm  families  in  1956  averaged  hk& 
pounds  per  person  or  l.lU  pints  per  day  ~  the  lowest  rate  in  the  last  decade 
and  a  half.    Milk  consumption  rates  for  the  all-farm  population  group  have 
dropped  rapidly  since  the  record  high  of  500  pounds  set  in  19kh»  This 
decrease  has  been  due  in  a  large  part  to  a  reduction  in  the  proportion  of  the 
farm  population  living  on  farms  producing  their  own  milk.    People  living  on 
farms  with  cows  consumed  about  1.5  pints  per  day  in  1956  as  compared  with 
about  half  that  amount  consumed  by  people  living  on  farms  without  cows. 
These  rates  are  about  the  same  as  in  the  mid  forties.    However,  the  relative 
increase  in  the  proportion  of  the  total  farm  population  on  farms  without  milk 
cows  has  reduced  the  average  rate  of  consumption  for  the  total  farm  population. 

The  data  shown  in  table  15  bring    up  to  date  the  material  published  in 
the  report  entitled  "New  and  Revised  Series  on  Fluid  Milk  and  Cream 
Consumption  in  the  United  States,  192U-52",  under  date  of  August  13,  1953. 
This  new  series  of  estimates  of  the  total  quantity  of  fluid  milk  and  cream 
consumed  also  includes  revisions  of  the  previously  published  figures  for 
the  years  192U  to  1955.    The  population  estimates  used  in  computing  the 
original  consumption  series  were  based  on  total  population  estimates  of  the 
Bureau  of  Census  and  farm  population  estimates  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
and  the  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  plus  an  allowance  of  about  l.U  per- 
cent for  the  under  enumeration  of  children.    Under  a  recent  policy  change, 
the  population  data  to  be  used  in  per  capita  calculations  are  those  published 
by  the  Census  Bureau  without  any  adjustments.    Therefore,  it  has  been  necessary 
to  recompute  the  total  quantity  of  milk  and  cream  consumed  from  192U  to  1955> 
using  these  lower  population  estimates  for  those  year  together  with  minor 
revisions  to  the  farm  per  capita  consumption  series. 
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(Continued  from  page  19) 

Seasonal  increase  in  milk  production  less  than  usual  during;  May 

Milk  production  on  farms  in  the  United  States  during  May  1957  was  a  record 
high  total  of  13.1  billion  pounds.    This  was  2  percent  higher  than  May  1956  and 
6  percent  above  the  19U6-55  average  for  the  month.    Seasonally,  the  increase  in 
production  from  April  to  May  1957  was  higher  than  last  year  but  less  than  usual 
for  this  period.    On  a  daily  basis,  May  production  was  11.1  percent  higher  than 
April  as  compared  with  an  increase  of  9.7  percent  last  year  and  an  average 
increase  of  13 • 7  percent  for  the  years,  19U6-55.    Considered  relative  to 
population,  the  May  output  averaged  2.U8  pounds  per  person  —  about  the  same 
quantity  as  in  May  last  year  but  O.lU  pound  less  than  the  191*6-55  average  for 
the  month.    Production  of  milk  nationally  in  the  first  5  months  of  1957  totaled 
51i.7  billion  pounds,  compared  with  5U»3  billion  pounds  in  January -May  1956,  the 
previous  high  for  the  period. 


ssaNisna  tvioli£d 


00£$  'aS^so^  jo  ^uaraABj 


*0  'a  '&  NOIONIHSVM 


Agriculture  -Washington 


